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Announcing  a  New  Statutory  Citations  Guide 

How  to  Find  U.S.  Statutes 
and  U.S.  Code  Citations 


This  pamphlet  contains  typical  legal  refer¬ 
ence  situations  which  require  further  citing. 
Official  puUished  volumes  in  which  the 
citations  may  be  found  are  shown  along¬ 
side  each  reference — mth  suggestions  as 
tQ  the  logical  sequence  to  follow  in  using 


them  to  make  the  search.  Additional 
finding  aids,  some  especially  useful  in 
citing  current  material,  also  have  been 
included.  Examples  are  furnished  at  per¬ 
tinent  points  and  a  list  of  reference  titles, 
with  descriptions,  is  carried  at  the  end. 


Price:  10  cents 

Compiled  by  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  Motional  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General 

Services  Administration 

[Published  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  House  of  Representatives. 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Govemmertt  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C,  20402 


Published  daily,  Tuesday  through  Saturday  (no  publication  on  Sundays.  Mondays,  or 
on  the  day  after  an  official  Federal  holiday),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration  (mall  address  National 
Archives  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  30408),  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In  the 
Federal  Register  Act,  approved  July  26,  1036  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UB.C.,  ch.  8B),  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by  the  President  (1  CFR  Ch.  I).  Distribution  Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  Ooverzunent  Printing  Office,  Washington.  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnish^  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  81A0  per  month  or  $16.00  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  (minimum  16  cents)  varies  In  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  Issue.  .Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Ofllce,  Washington,  D.C.  20403! 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  Is  keyed  to  the  Code  or  Federal  Reoulatioms,  which  is  published,  under  60  titles,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as  amended.  The  Code  or  Federal  Regulations  Is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents.  Prices  of  books  and  pocket  supplements  are  listed  In  the  first  Federal  Register  Issue  of  each  month. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register  or  the  Code  or  Federal  Regulations. 
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Executive  Order -11219 

PROVIDING  FOR  THE  APPOINTMENT  IN  THE  COMPETITIVE  SERVICE  OF 
u'i  CERTAIN  PRESENT  AND  FORMER  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE 

FOREIGN  SERVICE 

;  By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  sect  ion  1753  of  tlie  Bevised 
Statutes  and  the  Civil  Service  Act  (22  Stat.  403),  and  as  President  of 
the  United  States,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows : 

Section  1.  Under  regulations  and  conditions  prescribed  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  a  present  or  former  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Foreign  Service  may  be  ap|)ointed  in  the  competitive  service  if  he: 

(a)  Is  qualified  for  the  position  in  the  competitive  service ; 

(b)  Was  appointed  in  the  Foreign  Service  under  authority  of  the 
Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended,  or  legislation  that  supple¬ 
ment^  or  replaces  t  hat  Act ; 

(c)  Served  in  the  Foreign  Service  under  an  unlimited,  career-tyiie 
appointment  and,  immediately  before  his  separation  from  that  ap¬ 
pointment,  he  cximpleted  at  least  one  year  of  continuous  service  under 
one  or  more  nimtemporary  appointments  in  the  Foreign  Service  which 
may  include  the  service  that  made  him  eligible  for  his  career-type 
appointment ;  and 

(d)  Is  appointed  within  3  years  after  his  separation  from  the  For¬ 
eign  Service,  or  he  completed  at  least  3  years  of  substantially  con¬ 
tinuous  service  under  one  or  more  nontemporary  appointments  in  the 
Foreign  ^rvice  immediately  before  his  separation  from  the  unlimited, 
career-type  appointment  in  that  Service  wliich  may  include  the  service 
that  maae  him  eligible  for  such  appointment,  or  he  is  entitled  to 
preference  under  section  2  of  the  Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  1944, 
as  amended. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  a 
person  appointed  under  Section  1  of  this  Order  becomes  a  career 
conditional  employee. 

(b)  A  person  appointed  under  Section  1  of  this  Order  bec*omes  a 
career  employee  when  he :  *  “ 

(1)  Has  completed  at  least  3  years  of  substantially  continuous  serv¬ 
ice  under  one  or  more  non  temporary  appointments  in  the  Foreign 
Service  immediately  before  his  separation  from  the  unlimited,  career- 
type  appointment  in  that  Service  which  may  include  the  service  that 
made  him  eligible  for  such  appointment ; 

(2)  Is  appointed  to  a  position  in  the  competitive  service  reouired 
by  law  or  Executive  order  to  be  filled  on  a  permanent  or  career  basis; 


(3)  Has  completed  the  service  requirement  for  career  tenure  in  the 
competitive  service. 

For  the  purpose  of  subparagraph  (8)  of  this  paragraph,  service  in  the 
Foreign  Service  is  creditable  in  meeting  the  service  requirement  only 
if  the  {lei-son  concerned  is  ^pointed  to  a  nontemporary  position  in  the 
competitive  service  under  Section  1  of  this  Order  within  30  days  after 
his  separation  from  the  Foreign  Service. 

Sec.  3.  A  person  ap))ointed  to  a  nontemporary  portion  in  the  com¬ 
petitive  service  under  Section  1  of  this  Order  acquires  a  competitive 
status  automatically  on  appointment. 
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Sec.  4.  Any  law,  Executive  order,  or  regulation  that  would  dis¬ 
qualify  an  applicant  for  appointment  in  the  competitive  service  shall 
also  disqualify  a  person  for  appointment  under  Section  1  of  this  Order. 

Sec.  5.  For  the  purpose  of  this  Order,  a  person  is  deemed  to  be  an 
officer  or  employee  m  the  “Foreign  Service”  if  he  was  appointed  in  any 
agency  under  authority  of  the  Foreign  Service  Act  of  1946,  as  amended, 
or  legislation  that  supplements  or  replaces  that  Act. 


The  White  House, 

May  6,  1965. 


Lyndon  B.  JohnsoN; 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-4919;  Filed,  May  6,  1965;  12:40  p.m.] 


'4 


\ 


Rules  and  Regulations 


rule  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[Arndt.  9] 

PART  1468— MOHAIR 

Subpart — Payment  Program  for 
Mohair 

Payments  Due  Persons  Who  Have  Died, 
Disappeared,  or  Have  Been  Declared 
Incompetent 

The  regxilations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  containing 
the  requirements  with  respect  to  the 
Payment  Program  for  Mohair,  as 
amended  (27  P.R.  7417;  28  P.R.  579, 1033, 
6532,  10289,  12160,  12735;  29  P.R.  3754, 
18153;  30  F.R.  4056),  are  further 

amended  by  deleting  the  provisions  re¬ 
lating  to  applications,  by  eligible  suc¬ 
cessors  or  representatives,  for  payments 
due  persons  who  have  died,  disappeared, 
or  have  been  declsu’ed  incompetent. 
These  provisions  have  been  superseded 
by  the  regulations  contained  in  Part  707, 
Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Part  1468  is  therefore  amended  in  the 
following  respects : 

1.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  $  1468.214 
are  revised  to  read : 

§  1 168.214  Applicatiun  by  HurrcftNorH 
and  representativeik. 

(a)  If  a  person  earned  a  payment  in 
whole  or  in  part  under  this  subpart  and 
is  otherwise  eligible  to  receive  it  but  be¬ 
fore  filing  an  application  therefor  dies, 
disappears  or  is  declared  incompetent, 
his  successors  or  representatives  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  such  payment  in  the  order 
of  precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of 
this  title  may  make  application  for  such 
payment  on  Form  CCC  1152.  The  appli¬ 
cant  shall  indicate  the  capacity  in  which 
he  applies.  The  applicant  shall,  when 
required  in  accordance  with  §  1468.213 
(b) ,  attach  to  the  application  a  properly 
executed  Form  CCC  1158,  “Attachment 
to  Application  for  Payment  for  Producers 
Who  Did  Not  Own  the  Animals  for  30 
Days.”  The  applicant  shall  also  file  Form 
ASCS-325,  "Application  for  Payment  of 
Amounts  Due  Persons  Who  Have  Died, 
Disappeared,  or  Have  Been  Declared  In¬ 
competent,”  in  accordance  with  Part  707 
of  this  title. 

<b)  If  a  person  who  earned  a  payment 
under  this  subpart  and  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  therefor  ^es,  disappears,  or  is  de¬ 
clared  incompetent,  either  before  CCC 
has  issued  a  draft  in  payment  or  after 
CCC  has  issued  a  draft  in  payment  but 
before  the  draft  is  negotiated,  his  suc- 
ccs.sors  or  representatives  authorized  to 
receive  such  payment  in  the  order  of 
precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of  this 


title  may  apply  therefor  on  Form  ASCS- 
325,  in  accordance  with  Part  707  of  this 
title. 

•  *  ♦  ♦  • 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  1468.214  is  de¬ 
leted. 

3.  Sections  1468.220,  1468.221,  1468.222, 
and  1468.223  are  deleted. 

4.  In  §§  1468.209(a)  and  1468.229(a), 
substitute  for  “Form  CCC  Mohair  1”  the 
words  “Form  CCC  1152.” 

5.  Section  1468.229  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  for  the  words  in  paragraph  (a) 
“Form  CfXJ  1159,”  and  in  paragraph  (b) 
“Form  CCC  Wool  59”  the  words  “Form 
ASCS-325,”  before  the  words  “Applica¬ 
tion  for  Payment  of  Amounts  Due  Pro¬ 
ducers  Who  Have  Died,  Disappeared,  or 
Have  Been  Declared  Incompetent.”  Sec¬ 
tion  1468.229  is  further  amended  by  in¬ 
cluding  in  paragraph  (b)  before  the 
words  “Form  CCC  Wool  57,”  the  words  . 
“Form  CCC  Mohair  1,  ‘Application  for 
Payment — Mohair.’  ” 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  702-708,  68  Stat.  910-912,  as  amended, 
secs.  401-403,  72  Stat.  994-995,  sec.  161,  75 
Stat.  306,  15  U.S.C.  714b,  15  U.S.C.  714c,  7 
U.S.C.  1781-1787,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
30, 1965. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President. 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4859;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 
8:50  ajn.) 

[Arndt.  11] 

PART  1472— WOOL 

Subpart — Payment  Program  for  Shorn 
Wool  and  Unshorn  Lambs  (Pulled 
Wool) 

Payments  Due  Persons  Who  Have  Died, 
Disappeared,  or  Have  Been  Declared 
Incompetent 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  containing 
the  requirements  with  respect  to  the 
Payment  Program  for  Shorn  Wool  and 
Unshorn  Lambs  (Pulled  Wool),  as 
amended  (27  FJl.  933,  9714;  28  P.R.  579, 
1034,  6532,  10290,  12160,  12735;  29  F.R. 
3754,  18153;  30  F.R.  1250,  4056),  are 
further  amended  by  deleting  the  provi¬ 
sions  relating  to  applications,  by  eligible 
successors  or  representatives,  for  pay¬ 
ments  due  persons  who  have  died,  dis¬ 
appeared,  or  have  been  declared  incom¬ 
petent.  These  provisions  have  been 
superseded  by  the  regulations  contained 
in  Part  707,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations.  Part  1472  is  therefore  amended 
in  ttie  following  respects; 

1.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  §  1472.- 
1045  are  revised  to  read: 


§  1472.1045  Application  by  successors 

and  representatives. 

(a)  If  a  person  earned  a  payment  in 
whole  or  in  part  under  this  subpart  and 
is  otherwise  eligible  to  receive  it  but  be¬ 
fore  filing  an  application  therefor  dies, 
disappears,  or  is  declared  incompetent, 
his  successors  or  representatives  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  such  payment  in  the  order 
of  precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of 
this  title  may  make  application  for  such 
payment  on  Form  CCC  Wool  55  in  the 
case  of  a  shorn  wool  payment  and  on 
Form  CCC  Wool  56  in  the  case  of  an 
unshorn  lamb  payment.  The  applicant 
shall  indicate  the  capacity  in  which  he 
applies.  The  applicant  shall,  when  re¬ 
quired  in  accordance  with  S  1472.1044(b) , 
attach  to  the  application  a  properly  ex¬ 
ecuted  Form  CCC  Wool  58,  “Attachment 
to  Application  for  Payment  for  Produc¬ 
ers  Who  Did  Not  Own  the  Animals  for 
30  Days.”  The  applicant  shall  also  file 
Form  ASCS-325,  “Application  for  Pay¬ 
ment  of  Amounts  Due  Persons  Who  Have 
Died,  Disappeared,  or  Have  Been  De¬ 
clared  Incompetent,"  in  accordance  with 
Part  707  of  this  title. 

(b)  If  a  person  who  earned  a  payment 
under  this  subpart  and  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  therefor  dies,  disappears,  or  is 
declared  incompetent,  either  before  CCC 
has  issued  a  draft  in  pasmaent  or  after 
CCC  has  issued  a  draft  in  payment  but 
before  the  draft  is  negotiated,  his  suc¬ 
cessors  or  representatives  authorized  to 
receive  such  payment  in  the  order  of 
precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of  this 
title  may  apply  therefor  on  Form  ASCS- 
325,  in  accordance  with  Part  707  of  this 
title. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  1472.1045  Is  de¬ 
leted. 

3.  Sections  1472.1051,  1472.1052,  1472.- 
1053,  and  1472.1054  are  deleted. 

4.  Section  1472.1060  is  revised  to  read: 

§  1472.1060  Formn. 

(a)  Form  CCC  Wool  55.  “Application 
for  Incentive  Payment — Shorn  Wool”; 
Form  CCC  Wool  56,  “Application  for  Pay¬ 
ment — Unshorn  Lambs  (Pulled  Wool)”; 
Form  CCC  Wool  57.  “Assignment  of  Pay¬ 
ment  Under  the  National  Wool  Act  of 
1954”;  Form  CCC  Wool  58,  “Attachment 
to  Application  for  Payment  for  Produc¬ 
ers  Who  Did  Not  Own  the  Animals  for 
30  Days”;  Form  ASCS-325,  “Application 
for  Payment  of  Amounts  Due  Persons 
Who  Have  Died,  Disappeared,  or  Have 
Been  Declared  Incompetent”;  and  other 
forms  issued  by  the  UJS.  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  use  in  connection  with 
this  program  may  be  obtained  from  the 
ASCS  county  offices.  These  forms  may 
be  reproduced,  provided  that  any  forms 
reproduced  after  the  issuance  of  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  retain  the  language,  format, 
and  size  of  the  official  forms  issued  after 
January  1, 1959,  except  that  the  printer’s 
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identification  on  the  official  forms  must 
not  be  reproduced. 

(b)  Any  of  the  following  forms  issued 
or  printed  subsequent  to  January  1. 1962, 
may  be  used  as  a  substitute  for  those 
specified  in  this  subpart;  Form  CCC  1155, 
“Application  for  Incentive  Payment — 
Shorn  Wool”;  Form  CCC  1156,  “Applica¬ 
tion  for  Payment  —  Unshorn  Lambs 
(Pulled  Wool)”;  Form  CCC  1157,  “As¬ 
signment  of  Payment  Under  the  National 
Wool  Act  of  1954”;  Form  CCC  1158,  “At¬ 
tachment  to  Application  for  Payment  for* 
Producers  Who  Did  Not  Own  the  Animals 
for  30  Days”;  and  other  forms  issued  by 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
use  in  connection  with  the  pasrment  pro¬ 
gram  for  shorn  wool  and  unshorn  lamb 
(pulled  wool)  for  1962  and  subsequent 
marketing  years. 

5.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  §  1472.- 
1 145  are  revised  to  read ; 

§  1472.1145  Applications  by  successors 
and  representatives. 

(a)  If  a  person  earned  a  payment  in 
whole  or  in  part  imder  this  subpart  and 
is  otherwise  eligible  to  receive  it  but  be¬ 
fore  filing  an  application  therefor  dies, 
disappears,  or  is  declared  incompetent, 
his  successors  or  representatives  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  payment  in  the  order  of 
precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of  this 
title  may  make  application  for  such  pay¬ 
ment  on  Form  CCC  1155  in  the  case  of 
a  shorn  wool  payment  and  on  Form  CCC 
1156  in  the  case  of  any  unshorn  lamb 
payment.  The  applicant  shall  indi(;ate 
the  capacity  in  which  he  applies.  The 
applicant  shall,  when  required  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  1472.1144(b),  attach  to  the 
application  a  properly  executed  Form 
CCC  1158,  “Attachment  to  Application 
for  Payment  for  Producers  Who  Did  Not 
Own  the  Animals  for  30  Days.”  The 
applicant  shall  also  file  Form  ASCS-325, 
“Application  for  Payment  of  Amounts 
Due  Persons  Who  Have  Died,  Disap¬ 
peared,  or  Have  Been  Declared  Incom¬ 
petent,”  in  accordance  with  Part  707  of 
this  title. 

(b)  If  a  person  who  earned  a  pasonent 
under  this  subpart  and  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  therefor  ffies,  disappears,  or  is  de¬ 
clared  Incompetent,  either  before  CCC 
has  issued  a  draft  in  payment  or  after 
CCC  has  issued  a  draft  in  payment  but 
before  the  draft  is  negotiated,  his  suc¬ 
cessors  or  representatives  authorized  to 
receive  such  pasnnent  in  the  order  of 
precedence  set  forth  in  Part  707  of  this 
title  may  apply  therefor  on  Form  ASfTS- 
325,  in  accordance  with  Part  707  of  this 
title. 

*  «  «  •  • 

6.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  1472.1145  is 
deleted. 

7.  Sections  1472.1151,  1472.1152,  1472.- 
1153,  and  1472.1154  are  deleted. 

8.  Section  1472.1160  is  amended  by 
substituting  for  the  words  in  paragraph 

(a)  “Form  CCC  1159,”  and  in  paragraph 

(b)  “Form  CCC  Wool  59,”  the  words 
“Form  ASCJS-325,"  before  the  words 
“Application  for  Payment  of  Amounts 
Due  Persons  Who  Have  Died,  Disap^ 
peared,  or  Have  Been  Declared  Incom¬ 
petent.” 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  7(>2-708,  68  Stat.  910-912,  as  amended, 


secs.  401-403,  72  Stat.  994-995,  sec.  151,  75 
Stat.  306;  15  UA.C.  714b,  15  UA.C.  714c,  7 
U.S.C.  1781-1787,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 

30. 1965. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President. 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-4860;  PUed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.l 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-1151 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Control  Area  Extension,  Alteration  of 
Revocation 

On  March  25,  1965,  Federal  Register 
Document  65-3031  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  3858)  which, 
in  part,  revoked  the  Tulsa,  Okla.,  control 
area  extension,  effective  ()001  e.s.t..  May 

27. 1965. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  this 
rule,  it  has  been  determined  that  revoca¬ 
tion  of  the  Tulsa  control  area  extension- 
must  be  withheld  due  to  the  delay  en- 
(Xiuntered  in  rule  action  on  the  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  transition  area,  as  proposed  in 
Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-124,  which 
resulted  from  modification  of  an  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure.  According¬ 
ly,  Federal  Register  Document  65-3031 
is  amended  herein.  Consideration  will 
be  given  to  revoking  the  Tulsa  control 
area  extension  at  a  later  date  in  Docket 
No.  63-SW-124. 

Since  this  amendment  will  impose  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  notice 
and  public  procedures  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary  and  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  rule  may  be  retained  as  initially 
adopted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Document  No.  65-3031  is 
amended,  effective  immediately,  to  de¬ 
lete  paragraph  number  3  revoking  the 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  control  area  extension. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  DA.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  April 

28. 1965. 

Archie  W.  League, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
[P.R.  Doc.  65-4794;  Plied,  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CR-4] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 
Designation  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area  and  Revocation  of 
Control  Area  Extension 

On  February  27,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 


Federal  Register  (30  FR.  2606)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Goodland,  Kans.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  though  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.165  (29  P.R.  17557)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

The  Goodland,  Kans.,  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  is  revoked. 

2.  In  S  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  is  added; 

OooDLANR,  Kans. 

Within  a  5-inUe  radius  of  the  Goodland, 
Kans.,  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  39*21’45'' 
N.,  longitude  101*42'00”  W.).  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Goodland  VORTAC 
352*  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  N  of  the  VORTAC. 

3.  In  §  71.181  (29  P.R.  17643)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  is  added: 

Goodland,  Kans. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Goodland,  Kans.,  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  39*21'45”  N.,  longitude  101*42'00“ 
W.);  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Goodland  VORTAC  022*  radial,  extending 
from  the  6-mlle  radius  to  8  miles  N  of  the 
VORTAC;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
5  miles  E  and  8  mUes  W  of  the  Goodland 
VORTAC  022*  radial  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  to  13  nolles  N  of  the  VORTAC,  and 
within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  Good- 
land  VORTAC  352°  radial,  extending  from  2 
miles  S  of  the  VORTAC  to  12  miles  N  of  the 
VORTAC. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958;  49  D.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  April 

27, 1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4796;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.) 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-AIi-17] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Designation  and  Revocation  of  Re¬ 
porting  Points 

On  January  22,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  710)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  VOR  Federal  airways  Nos. 
438,  444,  488,  504,  and  480,  designate  the 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  VOR  as  a  low  altitude 
reporting  point,  and  that  would  revoke 
the  Glacier,  Alaska,  Intersection  and 
Fairbanks  TLfi  middle  marker  as  low  al¬ 
titude  reporting  points. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 
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Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making,  it  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  minimum  reception  alti¬ 
tude  of  the  segment  of  V-444  between 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  and  Betties,  Alaska, 
would  be  too  high  to  Justify  assignment 
of  airspace  for  this  airway  segment.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  proposal  to  designate  this 
segment  of  V-444  is  hereby  withdrawn. 
Since  this  segment  of  V-444  will  not  be 
designated,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
dogleg  V-504,  as  proposed  in  the  notice, 
to  provide  15*  separation  between  these 
two  airways  at  Betties.  Therefore,  the 
proposal  to  alter  V-504  is  hereby  with¬ 
drawn. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.125  '(29  F.R.  17546)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  V-438  all  after  "Talkeetna, 
Alaska,”  is  deleted  and  “including  a  W 
alternate;  Fairbanks,  Alaska;  to  Port 
Yukon,  Alaska,  including  an  E  alternate.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  V-444  is  amended  to  read  “Prom 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  via  Big  Delta,  Alaska ; 
to  the  INT  of  Big  Delta  121*  radial  with 
the  Northway,  Alaska,  RR.” 

3.  In  V-480  “to  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  IL8 
LMM.”  is  deleted  and  “to  Fairbanks, 
Alaska.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

4.  In  V-488  “to  Nenana,  Alaska.”  is 
deleted  and  “to  Fairbanks,  Alaska.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

Section  71.211  (29  F.R.  17723)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  “Fairbanks,  Alaska,  ILS  MM.”  is 
revoked. 

2.  “Glacier  INT:  INT  Nenana,  Alaska, 
192*  radial,  NW  course  Summit,  Alaska, 
RR.”  is  revoked. 

3.  “Fairbanks,  Alaska.”  is  added. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Danikl  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-4798;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.| 


f  Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WA-891 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Extension  of  Federal  Airway 

On  February  25,  1965,  a  notice  of 
proposed  hile  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  2470)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  extend  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  34 
from  Rochester,  N.Y.,  via  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  the  Rochester  VOR  309*  and 
Kleinburg,  Ontario,  VOR  113*  True 
radials  to  the  Kleinburg  VOR,  excluding 
that  portion  which  lies  within  Canada. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro- 
No.88 - 2 


posed  rule  making  through  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  herein  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509),  V-34  is 
amended  by  deleting  “Prom  Rochester, 
N.Y.,  via”  and  substituting  therefor 
“Prom  Kleinburg,  Ontario,  via  INT  of 
Kleinburg  113*  and  Rochester,  N.Y.,  309* 
radials;  Rochester;”  and  deleting  “The 
airspace  within  R-5207  is  excluded.”  and 
substituting  therefor  “The  airspace  with¬ 
in  Canada  and  R-5207  is  excluded.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-4797;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.| 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WA-97] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Realignment  and  Extension  of 
.Federal  Airways 

On  February  4,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  1201)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  extend  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
258  from  Roanoke,  Va.,  to  Danville,  Va., 
and  would  realign  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  136  between  Pulaski,  Va.,  and  South 
Boston,  Va. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  June  24, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509)  ts 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  V-136  is  amended  to  read: 

V-136  from  Pulaski.  Va.,  via  INT  of  Pulaski 
094*  and  South  Boston,  Va.,  295*  radials; 
South  Boston;  to  Raleigh,  N.C. 

b.  In  V-258  all  after  “Roanoke,  Va.;” 
is  deleted  and  “INT  of  Roanoke  145*  and 
Danville,  Va.,  320*  radials;  to  Danville.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-4798;  Filed,  May  6,  1966; 
8:45  a.m.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CB-8] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  27,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  2612)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Malden,  Mo.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  Malden, 
Mo.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Mau>cn,  Mo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Malden  Mvmlclpal  Airport  (latitude 
36*a6'30''  N.,  longitude  89*69’00''  W.),  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Malden  VOR 
120*  radial,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
to  8  miles  SE  of  the  VOR;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  within  5  miles  SW  and  8  miles  NE 
of  the  Malden  VOR  120*  radial,  extending 
from  2  miles  NW  to  12  miles  SE  of  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  April 
27,  1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-4799;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.( 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-131 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  February  27,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FJl.  2607)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  vicinity  of  Brainerd,  Minn. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  it  was 
noted  that  the  approach  radial  used  in 
the  VOR  instrument  approach  procedure 
for  the  Brainerd-Crow  Wing  County 
Municipal  Airport  had  been  changed 
from  291*  to  294*.  This  change  requires 
that  the  airspace  designations,  as  they 
appear  in  the  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making,  be  altered  accordingly.  Since 
these  amendments  are  minor  in  nature 
and  impose  no  additional  burden  on  any 
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person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary,  and  these 
amendments  may  become  effective  on  the 
publication  of  the  final  rule. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  effective  0001  e^i.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth: 

(1)  In  §71.171  (29  FH.  17581)  the 
Brainerd,  Minn.,  control  zone  is  amended 
to  read: 

BRAimao,  Minn. 

Within  a  5-mUe  radius  of  the  Braiuerd- 
Crow  Wing  County  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  48*23'25"  N.,  longitude  94*08'20’'  W.); 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Brainerd 
VOR  300*  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  313*  bearing  from  the 
Brainerd-Crow  Wing  County  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  7  miles  NW  of  the  Airport.  This  control 
zone  shall  be  effective  during  the  times  es¬ 
tablished  by  a  notice  to  airmen  and  pub¬ 
lished  continuously  in  the  Airman’s  Infor¬ 
mation  Manual. 

(2)  In  §71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the 
Brainerd,  Minn.,  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read: 

Brainerd,  Minn. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  Brainerd-Crow  Wing  County  Airport 
(latitude  46*23’25”  N..  longitude  94*08'20'' 
W.) ;  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  195* 
bearing  frcan  the  Brainerd-Crow  Wing  Coim- 
ty  Municipal  Airport  extending  from  the  7- 
mile  radius  area  to  11  miles  S  of  the  airport; 
and  within  5  miles  NE  and  8  miles  SW  of  the 
313*  bearing  from  the  Brainerd-Crow  Wing 
County  Municipal  Airport  extending  from 
the  airport  t<J  12  miles  NW  of  the  airport; 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within  5  miles 
SW  and  8  miles  NE  the  Brainerd  VOR 
120*  and  300*  radlals,  extending  from  5  miles 
NW  to  13  miles  SE  of  the  VOR;  within  8 
miles  E  and  5  miles  W  of  the  195*  bearing 
from  the  Brainerd-Crow  Wing  County  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport  extending  from  the  airport 
to  15  miles  S  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  V3.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  April 
27. 1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 

Director,  Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4845;  Filed.  May  6,  1965; 

8:49  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-141 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  February  27,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  2608)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Detroit  City,  Mich.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 


amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22. 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  FH.  17581)  the 
Detroit  City,  Mich.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Detroit  City,  Mich. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Detroit  City 
Airport  (latitude  42*24'35''  N.,  longitude  83*- 
(X)'35"  W.),  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
143°  bearing  from  the  Madison  Heights, 
Mich.,  RBN  and  Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada, 
VOR  320*  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  6  miles  NW  of  the  approach 
end  of  the  Detroit  City  Airport  Runway  15 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Windsor, 
Ontario,  Canada,  RR  NW  course,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  United 
States/Canadian  border,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada, 
VOR  320*  radial  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  the  United  States/ Canadian 
border. 

2.  In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  De¬ 
troit  City,  Mich.,  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read: 

IteTKoiT  City,  Mich. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Berz  AirpOTt,  Birmingham,  kBch.  (latitude 
42*32'40’'  N.,  longitude  83*10'25"  W.),  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  129*  and  309* 
bearings  from  the  Madison  Heights,  Mich., 
RBN,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  ares 
to  8  miles  SE  of  the  RBN. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  April 
27,  1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 

Director.  Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4846;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-1251 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone;  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extensions  and 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  6,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  1299)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  BlytheviUe.  Ark.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
Comments  were  received  from  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Mayor  of  BlytheviUe,  Ark., 
requesting  that  the  BlytheviUe  Municipal 
Airport  be  excluded  from  the  portion  of 
the  transition  area  proposed  with  a  floor 
of  700  feet  above  the  surface.  This  air¬ 
port  is  only  partially  contained  within  the 
eastern  boundary  of  the  proposed  700- 
foot  floor  area  and  its  location  is  such 
that  it  may  be  excluded  from  the  700- 
foot  floor  portion  without  adversely  ef¬ 
fecting  instrument  arrivals  and  depart¬ 
ures  from  BlytheviUe  AFB.  Accordingly, 
the  700-foot  floor  portion  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  proposed  in  the  notice  is  al¬ 
tered  herein  to  exclude  the  area  within 
a  one-mUe  radius  of  the  BlytheviUe 
Municipal  Airport.  All  other  comments 
received  were  favorable. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  eA.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  P.R.  17587)  the 
BlytheviUe,  Ark.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Blythxvillx,  Abk. 

That  airspace  within  a  5-mUe  radius  of  the 
BlythevUle  AFB  (latitude  35°67'50"  N., 

longitude  89°56'40''  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each 
Bide  of  the  BlytheviUe  HjS  localizer  N  course 
extending  from  the  5-mUe  radius  zone  to  0.5 
mile  S  of  the  OM,  within  2  mUes  each  side 
of  the  BlythevUle  VOR  357*  and  185*  radlals 
extending  from  the  5-miIe  radius  zone  to  7 
miles  N  and  7  miles  8  of  the  VOR,  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  extended  centerline 
of  Runway  17  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  6  mUes  8  of  the  airport,  and 
within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  BlytheviUe 
TACAN  357*  and  185*  radlals  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles  N  and  6 
miles  8  of  the  TACAN. 

2.  In  §  71.165  (29  FM.  17559)  the 
BlytheviUe,  Ark.,  control  area  extension 

rpvnlcAH 

3.  In  §  71.165  (29  FJR.  17569)  the 
Memphis,  Term.,  control  area  extension 
is  revoked. 

4.  In  §  71.181  (29  FJl.  17643)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  added: 

BLYTHXTnj.z,  Ark. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mUe  radius 
of  BlytheviUe  AFB  (Utltude  35*67’50"  N.. 
longitude  89*56'40"  W.);  within  2  mUes  each 
side  of  the  BlythevUle  VOR  367*  and  185* 
radlals  extending  from  the  7-mUe  radius  area 
to  21  miles  N  and  8  of  the  VOR.  within  2 
mUes  each  side  of  the  BlythevUle  TACAN 
357*  and  185*  radlals  extending  from  the 
7-mUe  radius  area  to  8  miles  N  and  7  miles 
8  of  the  TACAN,  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  extended  centerline  of  Rimways  17 
and  35,  extending  from  the  7-mUe  radius 
area  to  8  miles  N  and  8  of  the  airport,  ex¬ 
cluding  that  portion  within  a  l-mlle  radius 
of  BlytheviUe  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
35*56'15''  N.,  longitude  89*49'45"  W.);  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude  36*34*00"  N., 
longitude  90*10*00"  W4  to  latitude  36*20*00** 
N.,  longitude  89*59*00*'  W.;  to  latitude  36*- 
20*00**  N..  longitude  80*49*30**  W.;  to  Utltude 
36*33*30*'  N,  longitude  89*34*00"  W.;  to  laU- 
tude  36*28*00*'  N..  longitude  89*19*00"  W.; 
to  latitude  36*06*00*'  N.,  longitude  89*26*00" 
W.;  thence  W  to  the  point  of  intersection 
of  latitude  36*06*30*'  N.,  and  the  arc  of  a 
21-mUe  radius  circle  centered  at  Utltude 
36*57*50*'  N..  longitude  89*66*40"  W.;  thence 
clockwise  along  thU  arc  to  longitude  89*- 
50*00*'  W.,  thence  8  via  longitude  89*60*00" 
W.  to  the  arc  of  a  36-mUe  radius  circle  cen¬ 
tered  at  latitude  36*03*00*'  N.,  longitude 
89°58'15"  W.,  thence  counterclockwise  along 
the  arc  of  this  36-mlle  radius  clrcU  to  the 
W  boundary  of  V-9  west  alternate;  thence 
N  via  the  W  boundary  of  V-9  west  al¬ 
ternate  to  the  8  boundary  of  V-140: 
thence  W  along  the  8  boundary  of  V-140  to 
the  E  boundary  of  the.  Walnut  Ridge,  Ark., 
transition  area;  thence  N  along  the  E  bound¬ 
ary  of  the  Walnut  Ridge,  Ark.,  transition  area 
to  Utltude  36*22*00"  N.,  thence  to  point  of 
beginning;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  5,000  feet  maJ.  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Utltude  36*83*30**  N.,  longitude 
89*34*00**  W.;  to  Utltude  87*03*00*'  N..  longi¬ 
tude  89*19*00"  w.;  to  Utltude  36*58*30*'  N.. 
longitude  89*00*00"  W.;  to  Utltude  36*28*00** 
N..  longitude  89*19*(M*'  W.;  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning;  excluding  the  portion  within  the 
Puducah,  Ky.,  transition  area  anb  the  por- 
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tlon  extending  upward  from  5,000  feet  m,s.l. 
within  federal  airways. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.8.0. 1348) 


Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  May  3, 
1965. 


Archie  W.  League, 
Director.  Southwest  Region. 


|F.R.  Doc.  65-4847;  PUed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:49  ajn.] 


N.,  longitude  119*09'15"  W.,  to  latitude  34'- 
09'10'’  N.,  longitude  119'08'05"  W.  ThU 
control  zone  Is  effective  from  0600  to  2200 
hours,  local  time,  dally. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C. 
1348) 


Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  April 
29, 1965. 


Lee  E.  Warren, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 


|F.R.  Doc.  65-4848;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  65- WE-44]  8:49  a.m.] 


part  71  ^designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  time  of  designation 
of  the  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Ventura  County 
Airport) ,  control  zone  and  description  of 
the  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Oxnard  Af73),  con¬ 
trol  zone. 

The  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Ventura  County 
Airport) ,  control  zone  is  presently  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  full-time  control  zone.  How¬ 
ever,  effective  May  16,  1965,  the  Oxnard, 
Calif,  (Ventura  County  Airport),  traffic 
control  tower,  which  provides  weather 
reporting  and  communications  services 
within  the  control  zone,  will  operate  from 
0600  to  2200  hours,  local  time,  dally. 
Therefore,  action  is  taken  herein  to  re¬ 
designate  the  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Ventura 
County  Airport) ,  control  zone  with  effec¬ 
tive  hours  coincident  with  those  within 
which  weattier  and  communications 
services  are  provided. 

To  provide  protection  for  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  prescribed  instrument  approach 
and  departure  procedures  within  the  area 
of  the  Ventura  County  Airport  during 
the  period  the  Ventura  Tower  is  not  in 
operation,  action  is  taken  herein  to  re¬ 
designate  the  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Oxnard 
AFB),  control  zone  to  Include  the  area 
of  the  Ventura  County  Airport  during 
that  period.  Communications  for  both 
airports  will  be  provided  by  the  Oxnard 
AFB  Radar  Approach  Control  facility. 
This  action  will  not  alter  the  extent  of 
the  presently  designated  controlled  air- 
.space  in  this  area. 

Since  these  amendments  are  minor  in 
nature  and  impose  no  additionsd  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0001  ea.t.. 
May  16,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  5  71.171  (29  FJR.  17623),  the  Ox¬ 
nard,  Calif.  (Oxnard  AFB),  control  zone 
is  amended  to  read: 

within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Oxnard  AFB 
(latitude  34*12'50''  N..  longitude  119'05'15" 
W.);  within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Ventura 
County  Airport  (latitude  34*12*02"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  119' 12*10"  W.),  excluding  the  portion 
within  the  Oxnard,  Calif.  (Ventura  County 
Airport),  control  zone  when  it  is  effective. 

In  5  71.171  (29  FH.  17623),  the  Ox¬ 
nard,  Calif.  (Ventura  County  Airport), 
control  zone  is  amended  to  read; 

within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Ventura  County 
Airport  (latitude  34' 12*02'*  N.,  longitude 
119*12*10"  W.),  excluding  the  portion  E 
of  a  line  extending  from  latitude  34*15*35" 


I  Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-102 1 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Transition  Area;  Alteration 

On  March  31,  1965,  Federal  Register 
Document  65^-3259  was  published  in  30 
F.R.  4196  which,  in  part,  designated  the 
San  Antonio,  Tex.,  transition  area,  ef¬ 
fective  May  27,  1965. 

Action  is  taken  herein  to  reconcile  a 
coordinate  in  the  description  of  the 
4, 500 -foot  mA.l.  portion  of  the  San 
Antonio  transition  area  so  as  to  co¬ 
incide  with  the  western  boundary  of  the 
1,200-foot  floor  portion. 

Since  this  amendment  results  in  no  ad¬ 
ditional  airspace  being  designated,  and, 
therefore,  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedures  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rule  may  be 
retained  as  initially  adopted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Document  No.  65-3259  is 
amended,  effective  immediately,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth: 

The  4,500-foot  m.s.l.  portion  of  the  San 
Antonio  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  “that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  4,500  feet  mA.l.  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude  29*24*00" 
N.,  and  the  arc  of  a  75-mile  radius  circle 
centered  at  latitude  29*38*37.7"  N., 
longitude  98*27*39.7*'  W.;  thence  clock¬ 
wise  along  this  arc  to  longitude  98*33*00" 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  30*33*30"  N., 
longitude  98*31*30"  W.;  to  latitude 
30*10*40"  N.,  longitude  99*18*40"  W.; 
to  latitude  29*19*50"  N.,  longitude 

99*09*30"  W.;  thence  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning;’’ 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  April 
30,  1965. 

Archie  W.  League, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4849;  Filed,  May  6.  1965; 

8:49  a.m.) 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-17| 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  March  5, 1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  F.R.  2874)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed 


the  alteration  of  the  Spokane,  Wash., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  cmnments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  ea.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  5  71.181  (29  FR.  17699) ,  the  Spo¬ 
kane,  Wash.,  transition  area  is  amended 
to  read: 

Spokane,  Wash. 

*rhat  alnpace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  15-mlle  radius 
of  the  Spokane  International  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  47*37*36"  N.,  longitude  117*32*05"  W  ), 
and  within  a  15-mlle  radius  of  Fairchild 
AFB,  Spokane,  Wash,  (latitude  47*36*55"  N.. 
longitude  117*39*20"  W.);  that  alr^ace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  1,2(X)  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  38-mUe  radius  of  Fairchild 
AFB,  Spokane  (latitude  47*36*55"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  117*39*20"  W.),  within  a  52-mile  radius 
of  Fairchild  AFB,  extending  clockwise  from 
the  Spokane  VORTAC  024*  radial  to  a  line 
5  miles  S  of  and  parallel  to  the  Spokane 
VORTAC  094'  radial,  and  clockwise  from  a 
line  5  miles  NE  of  and  parallel  to  the  Spo¬ 
kane  VORTAC  156*  radial  to  the  Spokane 
VORTAC  300*  radial;  and  that  airspace  S 
of  Spokane  extending  from  the  52-mlle 
radius  area  bounded  on  the  E  by  longitude 
117*32*00"  W.,  on  the  S  by  V-536,  and  on  the 
W  by  V-281;  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,000  feet  mA  J.  within  the  area  bounded 
by  the  arcs  of  38-  and  52-mUe  radius  circles 
centered  on  FalrcbUd  AFB,  extending  clock¬ 
wise  from  the  Spokane  VORTAC  300*  to  the 
024*  radlals;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  6,000  feet  m.sJ.  within  the  area 
bounded  by  the  arcs  of  38-  and  52-mile  radius 
circles  centered  on  Fairchild  AFB,  extending 
clockwise  from  a  line  6  miles  S  of  and  parallel 
to  the  Spokane  VORTAC  094*  radial  to  a  line 
5  miles  NE  of  and  parallel  to  the  Spokane 
VORTAC  156*  radial,  excluding  the  portion 
within  a  39-mlle  radius  of  Larson  AFB,  Moses 
Lake,  Wash. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C. 
1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  April 
29, 1965. 

Lee  E.  Warren, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  65-4850;  Filed,  May  6.  1965; 

8:49  a.m.1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WA-161 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area/Military 

Climb  Corridors _ 

*rhe  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  change  the  designated  alti¬ 
tudes  of  Restricted  Area /Military  Climb 
Corridors  (RA/MCCs)  from  feet  mean 
sea  level  (mA.l.)  to  flight  levels  (FLs)  at 
18,000  feet  m.sJ.  and  above  to  coincide 
with  the  altimeter  settings  specified  in 
Part  91  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions.  Section  91.81  requires  that  altim¬ 
eters  be  set  to  maintain  cruising  alti¬ 
tudes  below  18,000  feet  mj5.1.  and  to 
maintain  flight  levels  at  or  above  18,000 
feet  m.s.l. 

Since  these  amendments  are  editorial 
in  nature  and  will  not  assign  or  reassign 
the  navigable  airspace,  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 
However,  since  it  is  necessary  that  suf- 
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ficient  time  be  allowed  to  make  the  ap¬ 
propriate  changes  on  aeronautical 
charts,  these  amendments  will  become 
effective  more  than  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  ek.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  Part  73  (29  F.R.  17727) ,  descriptions 
of  all  altitudes  at  or  above  18,000  feet 
m.s.l.  within  Restricted  Area/Military 
Climb  Corridors  are  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  appropriate  corresponding 
flight  level  numbers. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958;  49  UB.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washingrton,  D.C.,  on  April 
29, 1965. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 
Acting  Director, 

Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4800;  Filed.  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-EA-12] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

On  March  17,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
P^DERAL  Register  (30  F.R.  3549)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  amendments  to  Part  73  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  Restricted  Area  R-2801  at 
Bethany  Beach,  Del. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t., 
June  12,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  73.28  (29  F.R.  17739),  Restricted 
Area  R^2801  is  amended  by  deleting: 

Designated  altitudes.  Svirface  to  36,000 
feet  m.s.1. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  to  2000  ejs.t., 
Monday  through  Friday,  July  1  through 
August  31. 

Using  agency.  Commanding  General,  Sec¬ 
ond  VS.  Army,  Fort  Meade,  Md.,  and  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor: 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  23,500 
feet  m.s.l. 

Time  of  designation: 

June  1  through  September  30 — 0800-2000 
local  time,  Monday  through  Friday. 

October  1  through  May  31 — 0800-1600 
local  time,  Saturdays  and  Sundays. 

Using  agency.  Adjutant  General,  State  of 
Delaware,  Wilmington,  Del. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  4, 
1965. 

Charles  W.  Carmody, 

Acting  Director, 

Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4829;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Reg.  Docket  No.  6235;  Arndt.  91-18] 

PART  91— GENERAL  OPERATING 
AND  FLIGHT  RULES 

Alternate  Airports 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  65-4468,  appearing  at 
page  6070  of  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
April  29,  1965,  the  word  “destination” 
appearing  in  the  23d  line,  4th  paragraph, 
2d  column  on  page  6070  should  read 
“designation”. 


Title  41— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS 
AND  RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS; 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Table  of  Frequency  Allocations 

Order.  The  Commission,  having  under 
consideration  the  desirability  of  making 
certain  editorial  changes  to  footnote 
US9  contained  in  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations,  §  2.106  of  its  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations;  and 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  Com¬ 
mission  action  taken  in  Docket  No.  8658 
effective  July  1,  1949,  footnote  US20  to 
the  then  current  Table  of  Frequency  Al¬ 
locations  permitted  access  by  non-Gov- 
ernment  stations  in  the  fixed  and  land 
mobile  services  to  frequencies  in  the  band 

173.2-173.4  Mc/s;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  footnote 
US20  became  US9  pursuant  to  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  13928  which  amended 
Part  2  to  align  that  part  with  the  inter¬ 
national  Radio  Regulations  (Geneva, 
1959) ;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  pursuant  to 
Commission  action  taken  in  the  First 
Report  and  Order,  Docket  No.  11991 
(FCC  58-602;  23FR4784) .  the  spacing  be¬ 
tween  assignable  frequencies  in  the 

173.2-173.4  Mc/s  band  was  reduced  from 
50  kc/s  to  25  kc/s  thereby  providing  a 
12.5  kc/s  portion  of  spectnun  on  each 
end  of  the  173.2-173.4  Mc/s  band  which, 
by  the  same  document,  was  made  avail¬ 
able  for  narrow-band  development;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  footnote 
US9,  by  setting  forth  certain  assignable 
frequencies  spaced  at  25  kc/s  intervals, 
lacks  specificity  with  respect  to  non- 
Govemment  operation  within  the  entire 

173.2-173.4  Mc/s  band;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  herein  is  editorial  in  na¬ 
ture,  and,  therefore,  prior  publication  of 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  under 
the  provision  of  section  4  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  is  unnecessary, 
and  the  amendment  may  become  effec¬ 
tive  immediately;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  herein  Is  issued  pursuant 
to  authority  contained  in  sections  4(1). 


5(d)(1),  and  303(r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
§  0.261(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations: 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  May  1965, 
that  effective  May  14. 1965,  §  2.106,  foot¬ 
note  US9  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  cw  apply  sec.  303.  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  sec.  5,  66  Stat.  713;  47 
UA.C.303, 155)  • 

Released:  May  3, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended  as  follows:  In 
§  2.106,  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations, 
footnote  US9  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lovus: 

US9  The  frequency  band  173.2-173.4  Mc/s 
is  allocated  exclusively  In  all  areas  to  non- 
Government  stations  In  the  fixed  and  land 
mobUe  services.  In  order  to  provide  for 
Intercommunication  for  safety  purposes  be¬ 
tween  Government  and  non-Oovernment  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  maritime  mobile  service,  the 
frequency  band  157.025-167.175  Mc/s  is  al¬ 
located  exclusively  In  all  areas  to  Govern¬ 
ment  stations  In  the  fixed  and  mobile  serv¬ 
ices. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4837;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  VIATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

PART  203— BRIDGE  REGULATIONS 
Black  Creek,  Fla. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
5  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  August 
18.  1894  (28  Stat.  362;  33  UJ3.C.  499), 
§  203.431a  is  hereby  amended  to  include 
the  Florida  State  Road  Department 
bridge  across  Black  Creek  on  State  Road 
15  near  Doctors  Inlet,  Fla.,  effective 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  as  follows: 

§  203.431a  Black  Creek,  Fla. ;  Florida 
State  Highway  Department  bridge  on 
State  Road  15  (U.S.  Highway  17) 
and  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad 
Company  bridge  near  Doctors  Inlet. 

(a)  The  owners  of  or  agencies  con¬ 
trolling  the  bridges  shall  not  be  required 
to  keep  draw  tenders  at  the  bridges  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  7  pm.  and  10  a.m. 
each  day.  Regular  draw  tender  service 
will  be  maintained  between  the  hours  of 
10  a.m.  and  7  pm. 

(b)  ’The  owners  of  or  agencies  con¬ 
trolling  the  bridges  shall  keep  conspic¬ 
uously  posted  on  both  the  upstream  and 
downstream  sides  of  the  bridges,  in  such 
manner  that  they  can  be  easily  read  at 
any  time,  signs  setting  forth  the  salient 
features  of  the  regulations  in  this  section. 


Friday,  May  7,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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(Regs.,  AprU  23,  1966,  1607-32  (Black  Creek, 
Fla.)-ENOOW-ON]  (Sec.  6,  28  Stat.  362; 
33  UB.C.  490) 

J.  C.  Lambxrt, 

Major  Qtnerdl,  US.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[P.B.  Doc.  e&-4818;  Filed,  May  6,  1066; 
8:46  ajn.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  B— K)O0  AND  POOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121~FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C— Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of  An¬ 
imals  or  for  the  Treatment  of  Food- 
Producing  Animals. 

PART  144— ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS;  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  LABELING  AND 
CERTIFICATION  REQUIREMENTS 

ZOALKNS,  AMPROLIUM,  HTGROMTCIN  B, 

Ttlosin,  Pehicillin 

A.  The  Commlssioaer  of  Food  and 
Drugs,  having  evaluated  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  petitions  (PAP  Nos.  726-730, 
778,  1259)  filed  by  Elance  Products  Co.. 
A  Division  of  Eli  Lilly  and  Co.,  Indian¬ 
apolis  6,  Ind.,  and  other  relevant  ma¬ 
terial.  has  concluded  that  the  following 
amendments  and  revisions  should  issue 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  specified 
rumbinations  of  zoalene,  amprolium, 
liygromycin  B,  tylosln,  and  procaine 
penicillin  in  chicken  feed.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.8.C.  348(c) 
(D),  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.90)  the  following  amendments  are 
made: 

1.  Section  121.207  is  amended  by  mak¬ 
ing  the  following  changes  in  the  table  in 
paragraph  (c) : 

a.  Item  2  is  redesignated  as  item  2.1 
and  new  items  2.2  and  2.3  are  inserted 
thereafter. 

b.  The  text  in  the  first  column  of  sub- 
items  a  through  g,  inclusive,  and  sub- 
items  j  through  1  is  changed  ^  indicated 
below. 

c.  Sub-items  h  and  i  are  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

d.  Two  new  sub-items  m  and  n  are 
inserted. 

e.  Item  3  is  redesignated  as  3.1  and  new 
items  3.2  and  3.3  are  inserted  thereafter. 

f.  The  first  column  in  sub-items  a 
through  g  and  J  through  1  under  item 
3.3  is  changed  as  indicated  below. 

g.  Sub-items  h  and  i  are  revised  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

h.  Two  new  sub-items,  m  and  n,  are 
inserted. 

As  amended,  the  affected  portions  of 
this  section  read  as  follows: 


§  121.207  ZcMilcne. 

•  •  «.•  •  •  • 

(C)  ^  . 

~  t 

ZoALXNK  HI  Ciomutn  Fkkdb  ros  Chkkeiii  and  Tuxnn 


Prlne^l 

ingredient 

Grams  per 

Combiiiad  witb— 

Grams  per 

Limitations 

Indications  lor  use 

ton 

ton 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

1 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

0  * 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

2.2  Zooleae. . 

118.8 

AraanUlc  add _ 

80(0.  Cl%) 

For  broiler  chickens; 

Prevention  and  con- 

(a  0128%) 

withdraw  8  days 

trol  of  coccldlosis; 

before  slaughter. 

growth  prcnnotion 
andleedeffidancy; 

improving  pig- 

118.6 

80(0.01%) 

For  broiler  ddckens; 
witb^w  6  days 

mentation. 

(a  0128%) 

trol  of  eocoidiosis; 

before  slaughter. 

growth  promotlmi 
and  feed  efficiency; 
Improving  pig¬ 
mentation. 

a.  2.1  or  2.2. 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

b.  2.1  or  2.2...  . 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

<12  1 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

a.  2.1 _  - 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

f.  2.1. 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

*21  . 

•  •  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

n. 

118.6 

4-60 

For  broiler  chickens; 

Growth  promotion 
and  feed  efficiency. 
1 121.213(d),  table  1 
item  1. 

1.  2  1 

1U.6 

Hygromydn  B.... 

80-180 

as  tyloain  phosphate. 
For  broiler  chickens . 

1.  2.1  . 

•  •  # 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

k.  2.1  _ 

•  4  • 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

1.  2.1 _ 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

jn.  2.1 

118.6 

TyVi-itn _ 

4-60 

For  broiler  chickens;  as 

1 121.213(d),  Ubie  1 
item  1,  and  growth 

tylodn  phosphate. 

Hygromycin  B.... 

80-180 

promotion  and 
feed  effldeney. 

n.  2.1 . 

11X6 

l^loshi+penicn- 

8  2-60 

For  broiler  chickens;  in 

Growth  promotion 

combination  ratio  of 

and  feed  efficiency. 

1.2  parts  of  penicillin 
to  2.0  parts  of  tylosln; 
as  tyloein  phosphate 
glus  procrae  penlcil- 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

4  4  4 

86.8-118  8 

80(0.01%) 

For  replacement  chick  • 
ens;  in  eomplete  feed 

Develomnent  of 
active  immunity 

(0.004%- 

0.0126%) 

only;  (grower  ration 
not  to  be  fed  to  birds 

to  cocddiosls; 

growth  promotion 

under  6yi  weeks  of 

and  feed  efficiency; 

\ 

age  nor  over  14  weeks 

improving  pig- 

1  • 

of  age) ;  withdraw  6 
days  before  slaughter; 
as  follows: 

mentation. 

Growing  conditions 

Starter 

Grower 

ration 

ration 

Grams  per 

Grems  per 

1 

ton 

ton 

118  6 

76.4-118  6 

(80126%) 

(8  0083%- 
0.01^). 

76.4-118.6 

383-76.4 

(8  0083%- 
0.0126%). 

(a004%- 

80086%). 

3.S  Zoalene. 


%.  S.lar3.2,- 
b.  3.1  or  3.2.. 

e.  8.1  or  S.3.. 

d.  8.1 . - 

8.1... . 

f.  8.1 . 

p.  8.1 . 

h.  8.1 . 


1.  8.1. 

LSI 
8.1 

L  81 
■J.  8.1. 


n.  S.I.. 


36.3-118.6 

(aO(H%- 

aoim). 


•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

«  •  • 

86.8-113.6 


36.8-118.6 


•  •  • 

36.8-118.6 


36.8-118.6 


Sodium  cj?- 


Tyloeln. 


Hygromycin  B— . 

•  *  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

Tylo^ _ 

Hysromydn  B... 
T^oaln+  pod* 

rillln 


M 

(a  01%). 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 


4-60 


8.0-12.0 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

4-60 

a  0-12.0 
12-60  - 


.do. 


For  replacement  chick¬ 
ens;  as  tyloein  phos¬ 
phate. 

For  replacement  chick¬ 
ens. 


For  broiler  chickens;  as 
tyloein  phosphate. 


For  replaoeinent  chick¬ 
ens;  In  combination 
ratio  of  1.2  ports  of 
penicillin  to  2  parts  of 
tyloain;  as  tyloain 
phcapbiate  plus  pro- 
oolne  penicillin. 


Do. 


•  •  • 
•  •  « 
•  *  • 
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and  feed  efficiency. 
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feed  efficiency. 
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§121^56  Procaine  penicillin. 
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Pilndpal  '  '' 
InsTedHnt 

Oraaosper 

ton 

Combined  with— 

Orams  par 
ton 

Ltmitstloni 

Indleatiocis  for  use 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

a  #  • 

•  a  • 

16.1  Penlclllln+ 
bacitracin. 

a.  Penlcillln-1- 
badtradn. 

100-600 

For  chickens;  combina¬ 
tion  containing  not 
less  than  60  percent 
nor  more  than  76  per¬ 
cent  of  bacitracin, 
except  that  it  c<Hitains 
not  more  than  126  gm. 
of  penicillin;  as  pro¬ 
caine  penlcillin-|-bac- 
Itradn  or  tine  bed- 
tradn. 

Treatment  of  chronic 

100-200 

.Hygromycin  B _ 

a  0-12.0 

respiratory  disease 
(air-sac  infection), 
blue  comb  (non- 
specifle  lafeetious 
enteritis). 

{ 121.213(d),  table  1, 
item  1. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1).  n  Btet.  I7M;  31  U^.C.  848 
(c)(1)) 

B.  Under  the  authority  vested  In  the 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  <seo.  507(c).  69  Stat.  463 
as  amended;  21  UB.C.  397(c)).  and 
delegated  to  ttie  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  by  the  Secretary,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  finds  that  animal  feeds  con¬ 
taining  combinations  of  certifiable  anti¬ 
biotics  and  certain  food  additives  need 
not  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
section  507  In  order  to  insure  their  safety 
and  efficacy  vdben  used  as  prescribed  In 
Part  121,  Subpart  C.  Therefore.  S  144.26 
(b)  (59)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  144.26  Animal  feed  containing  certi¬ 
fiable  antibiotic  drags. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(59)  It  is  a  medicated  feed  for  chick¬ 
ens  containing  penicillin,  tylosln  phos¬ 
phate.  and  either  amprolltim,  or  zoalene, 
or  hygromydn  B,  or  hygromycin  B  and 
zoalene,  or  hygromycin  B  and  ampro- 
lium  In  the  amounts  and  for  the  purposes 
indicated  In  §  121.207.  §  121.210.  or 
S  121.213  of  this  chapter,  and  Its  labeling 
bears  adequate  directions  and  warnings 
for  such  use:  Provided,  h&wever.  That 
such  medicated  complete  feed  has  been 
prepared  from  a  concentrated  penicUlin- 
tylosln  phosphate-amprollum,  or  peni- 
cillin-tylosin  phosphate-zoalene.  or  penl- 
cillin-tylosin  phosphate-hygromycln  B 
or  penlciUln-tylosln  phosphate-zoalene- 
hygromycln  B.  or  penlclllln-tylosin  phos¬ 
phate-hygromycln  B-amprolium  medi¬ 
cated  feed  containing,  per  ton  of  feed, 
not  more  than  200  grams  of  tylosln  and 
either  not  more  than  0.05  percent  am- 
prollum  or  not  more  than  0.0375  percent 
zoalene.  of  not  more  than  32  grams  per 
ton  of  hygromycin  B,  or  not  more  than 
0.0375  percent  zoalene  and  not  more  than 
32  grams  per  ton  of  hygromycin  B.  or  not 
more  than  0.05  percent  amprolium  and 
not  more  than  32  grams  per  ton  of  tn^gro- 
mycin  B.  If  the  medicated  feed  Is  pre¬ 
pared  from  a  product  that  contains  more 
than  any  of  the  specified  quantities,  it 
is  exempt  from  certification  only  under 
the  condition  that  there  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Commissioner,  in  tripli¬ 


cate.  adequate  Information  of  the  kind 
described  in  S  146.10  of  this  chapter  to 
establish  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  the 
article  and  to  guarantee  its  Identity, 
strength,  quality,  and  p\irlty.  The  ex¬ 
emption  shall  expire  at  the  beginning  of 
any  act  changing  the  composition  or 
labeling  of  such  drug,  or  the  methods 
used  In  and  the  facilities  and  controls 
used  for  its  manufacturing,  processing, 
and  packaging,  or  in  its  labeling,  unless 
the  person  who  obtains  the  exemption 
has  submitted  to  the  Commissioner,  In 
triplicate,  amended  Information  that  de¬ 
scribes  such  proposed  changes,  and  such 
amendment  has  been  accepted  by  the 
Commissioner. 

(Sec.  S07(c).  69  Stat.  468  as  amended;  21 
UJ3.C.  357(c)) 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
its  publication  in  the  FKdiral  Rxgxster 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 
Room  5440,  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.C..  20201.  written 
objections  thereto,  preferably  in  quln- 
tuplicate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  ground 
for  the  objections.  If  a  heaitog  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  ttie 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  groimds  legal^  sufficient  to  Justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be 
accompanied  by  a  mmorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Fidxral  Rxgistxr. 

(Secs.  409(c)(1),  507(c),  69  Stat.  463  as 
amended.  73  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  848(c)(1), 
357(c) ) 

Dated:  AprU  29. 1965. 

John  L.  Harvey, 

•  Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(Pit.  Doc.  66-4769;  Piled,  May  6.  1966; 

8:46ajn.] 
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Title  37— PATENTS,  TRADE¬ 
MARKS,  AND  COPYRKHTS 

Chapter  I — Patent  Office,  Department 
of  Commerce 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
PATENT  CASES 

Fees  and  Charges 

The  fcdlowing  amendments  are  made 
to  take  effect  tJilrty  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  Notice 
and  public  procedure  are  deemed  un¬ 
necessary  as  the  changes  relate  to  minor 
adjustment  of  fee  items. 

1.  In  S  1.21  amend  paragraphs  (a), 
(g),  (h),  (1),  (n),  and  (q).  as  follows: 

§  IJEl  Patent  and  miacellaneous  feea 
and  charges. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  For  typewritten  copies  of  records, 
for  each  page  produced  (douhle- 

spaced)  or  fraction  thereof _ $1. 60 

*  *  *  «  • 

(g)  For  translations  from  foreign  lan¬ 

guages  Into  English,  made  only 
of  references  dted  In  applica¬ 
tions  or  of  papers  filed  In  the 
Patent  Office  Insofar  as  facilities 
may  me  available:  Written 
translations,  for  every  100  words 
of  the  ori^al  language,  or 
fraction  thereof _  5. 00 

(h)  For  registration  of  an  attorney, 

agent,  or  firm: 

For  admission  to  examination  for 
registration  to  practice,  fee  pay¬ 


able  upon  application _ 15.00 

On  registration  to  {Hoctlce _ 10.00 

On  application  for  registration  of  - 
a  firm -  5. 00 

•  •  •  •  • 


(1)  For  the  mounting  of  unmounted 
drawings  and  photoprints  re¬ 
ceived  with  patent  applications, 
provided  they  are  of  approved 


permanency _  2.00 

•  •  •  •  •  ~ 

(n)  Search  of  Patent  Office  records  for 
purposes  not  otherwise  specified 
In  this  rule,  per  half-hour  of 

search  or  fraction  thereof _  8. 00 

•  •  •  •  * 

(q)  List  of  UJB.  Patents: 

All  patents  In  a  subclass,  per  sheet 
(containing  100  patent  numbers 

or  less) _ - _ ,.60 

M1nlm\im  charge  i>er  order _  IrOO 

Patents  In  a  subclass,  limited  by 
date  or  patent  number,  per  sheet 
(containing  50  patent  numbers 

or  less) _  .  50 

Minimum  charge  per  order _  1.00 

•  •  •  •  • 


2.  In  S  1.341  amend  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  by  Inserting  sentences  so  that 
the  amended  paragraphs  read  as  follows: 

§  1.341  Registration  of  attorneys  and 
agents. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Requirements  tor  registration.  No 
person  will  be  admitted  to  practice  and 
registered  unless  he  shall  apply  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  in  writing  on  a 
prescribed  form  supplied  by  the  Com- 
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missioner  and  furnish  all  requested 
information  and  material;  and  shall 
establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  that  he  is  of  good  moral  char¬ 
acter  and  of  good  repute  and  possessed 
of  the  legal  and  scientific  and  technical 
qualifications  necessary  to  enable  him  to 
render  applicants  for  patents  valuable 
service,  and  is  otherwi^  competent  to 
advise  and  assist  them  in  the  presenta¬ 
tion  and  prosecution  of  their  applications 
before  the  Patent  OflBce.  In  order 
that  the  Commissioner  may  determine 
whether  a  person  seeking  to  have  his 
name  placed  upon  either  of  the  registers 
has  the  qualifications  specified,  satisfac¬ 
tory  proof  of  good  moral  character  and 
repute,  and  of  sufficient  basic  training  in 
scientific  and  technical  matters  must  be 
submitted  and  an  examination  which  is 
held  from  time  to  time  must  be  taken 
and  passed.  Each  application  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  the  examination  for  registration 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  prescribed 
fee  (see  i  1.21) .  The  taking  of  an  exam¬ 
ination  may  be  waived  in  the  case  of  any 
person  who  has  actively  served  for  four 
years  in  the  examining  corps  of  the  Pat¬ 
ent  Office. 

(d)  Registration  of  firms.  Any  firm, 
the  individual  members  of  which  are  each 
registered  on  the  register  of  attorneys, 
may  have  its  name  entered  upcm  the  reg¬ 
ister  of  attorneys.  Any  firm,  one  of  the 
individual  members  of  which  is  regis¬ 
tered  on  the  register  of  agents  and  each 
of  the  remaining  individual  members 
are  registered  either  on  the  register  of 
attorneys  or  the  register  of  agents,  may 
have  its  name  entered  on  the  register  of 
agents.  If  the  membership  of  the  firm 
is  changed,  application  must  be  made  for 
registration  of  the  firm  as  changed. 
Every  application  must  be  accompanied 
by  the  prescribed  fee  for  registration  of  a 
firm  (see  §  1.21) . 

*  *  •  •  • 

(Sec.  1,  66  Stat.  793,  795;  35  T7.S.C.  6,  31.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  1,  66  Stat.  796;  35 
U.S.C.  41) 

Edward  J.  Brenner, 
Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Approved:  May  3, 1965. 

J.  Herbert  Hollomon, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Technology. 

{PJl.  Doc.  65-4816;  Filed,  May  6,  1966; 

8:46  ajn.] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  3655] 

[Idaho  015745] 

IDAHO 

»  i 

With'drawal  for  Spangler  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  Mann  Creek  Project  , 

By -Virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Act  of  Jime  17. 1802  (32  Stat.  388; 
43  UB.C.  416),  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 


Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following-described  public  land,  which 
is  imder  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  is  hereby  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  public  land  laws,  including  the  min¬ 
ing  laws  (Chap.  2,  Title  30,  n.S.C.) ,  but 
not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws,  and  reserved  for  the  Spangler 
Dam  and  Reservoir,  Mann  Creek  Project: 

Boise,  Meridian 

T.  12  N.,R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  13,EV4NW%. 

Containing  80  acres  in  Washington 
County. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  3.  1965. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-4816;  Plied,  May  6.  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 

Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VHERANS’  RaiEF 

Chapter  I — ^Veterans  Administration 

PART  2— DELEGATIONS  OF 
AUTHORITY 

Payment  of  Claims  for  Damage  to  or 
Loss  of  Personal  Property 

In  Part  2,  a  new  §  2.75  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  2.75  The  General  Counsel,  Deputy 
General  Counsd,  Assistant  General 
Counsel  (Professional  Staff  Group 
IV),  and  the  Deputj^  Assistant  Gen¬ 
eral  (Counsels  of  said  staff  group  are 
designated  to  settle  and  pay  a  claim 
for  not  more  than  $6,500  made  by  a 
civilian  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Veterans  Administration  for  damage 
to,  or  loss  of,  personal  property  in¬ 
cident  to  his  service  on  behalf  of  the 
Administrator,  and  such  settlement 
shall  be  final  and  conclusive. 

This  delegation  of  authority  is  iden¬ 
tical  to  S  14.664  Of  this  chapter. 

[seal]  W.  j.  Driver, 

Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4825;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


PART  14— LEGAL  SERVICES, 
GENERAL  COUNSEL 

/>  Personnel  Claims 

In  Part  14,  a  new  center  titl8  and 
SS  14.664.  14.665,  14.666,  14.667,  14.668, 
and  14.669  are  added  to  read  as  follows: 

Personnel  Claims 

§  14.664  Delegation  of  authority  and 
effective  date. 

Public  Law  88-558  approved  August  31, 
1964,  authorizes  the  Administrator  or  his 
desi^ee  to  settle  and  pay  a  claim  for  not 
more  than  $6,500  made  by  a  civilian  of¬ 
ficer  or  employee  of  the  Veterans  Admln- 
Istrstion  for  damage  to.  or  loss  of,  per¬ 
sonal  pn^rty  incident  to  his  seridce. 
The  General  Counsel,  Deputy  General 
Counsel,  Assistant  General  Counsel  (Pro¬ 


fessional  Staff  Group  IV) ,  and  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  General  Counsels  of  said 
Staff  Group,  are  designated  to  settle  and 
pay  such  claims  on  behalf  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  and  such  settlement  shall  be 
final  and  conclusive.  No  claim  shall  be 
settled  under  these  personnel  claims  reg¬ 
ulations  unless  such  claim  is  for  damage 
to  or  loss  of  property  occurring  subse¬ 
quent  to  August  31,  1964. 

§  14.665  Claims. 

(a)  The  claim  must  be  presented  in 
writing,  VA  Form  2-4760  being  pre¬ 
scribed  for  this  purpose,  to  the  personnel 
office  where  the  claim  originates  within 
2  years  after  it  accrues,  except  that  if 
the  claim  accrues  in  time  of  war  or  in 
time  of  armed  confiict  in  which  any 
armed  force  oi  the  United  States  is  en¬ 
gaged  or  if  such  war  or  armed  confiict 
intervenes  within  2  years  after  it  accrues, 
and  if  good  cause  is  shown,  the  claim  may 
be  presented  not  later  than  2  years  after 
that  cause  ceases  to  exist.  The  claim 
must  be  executed  and  certified  by  the  of¬ 
ficer  or  the  employee  suffering  the  loss 
or  damage,  or  in  the  event  of  his  death, 
by  the  surviving  spouse,  children,  father 
or  mother  or  both,  or  brothers  or  sisters 
or  both.  Claims  of  survivors  shall  be 
settled  and  paid  in  the  order  named. 
All  claims  must  contain  the  following: 

(1)  The  date,  time  and  place  the  loss 
or  damage  occurred  and  the  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  such  loss  or  dam¬ 
age,  together  with  the  supporting  state¬ 
ments  of  any  witnesses  who  can  verify 
such  facts. 

(2)  In  the  event  of  damage,  at  least 
2  estimates  of  the  cost  of  repair  or 
replacement. 

(3)  In  the  event  of  loss,  the  date  of 
acquisition,  the  original  cost,  the  con¬ 
dition,  and  an  estimate  of  the  reasonable 
market  value  of  the  article  or  articles. 

(4)  A  statement  as  to  any  claims  or 
potential  claim  he  may  have  for  indemni¬ 
fication  of  the  loss  or  damage  against 
other  thsm  the  United  States  and  whether 
he  will  assign  such  to  the  United  States 
and  cooperate  in  its  prosecution.  Where 
such  claim  or  potential  claim  is  against 
a  carrier  or  insurer,  evidence  that  a 
timely  claim  has  been  properly  made. 

(5)  In  cases  involving  damage  or  de¬ 
struction  of  personal  property  by 
patients  or  domiciliary  members,  a  state¬ 
ment  that  a  claim  was  filed  pursuant  to 
38  U.S.C.  233(5)  and  that  such  claim  has 
been  finally  denied. 

(b)  The  Personnel  officer  receiving  the 
claim  will  forward  same  to  the  person 
designated  to  investigate  accidents  at  the 
station  pursuant  to  S  14.604  within'  5  days 
after  receipt. 

(c)  The  employee  designated  pursuant 
to  S  14.604  will  ascertain  such  claim  is 
complete  in  all  respects  and  conduct  such 
investigation  as  is  necessary  to  establish 
all  facts  required  tb  prcHterly  evaluate 
the  claim  both  as  to  merit  and  the 
reasonable  amount  payable  for  the  loss 
or  damage.  Where  it  is  indicated  that 
the  claimant  may  have  a  potential  claim 
against  other  than  the  United  States,  he 
will  secure  a  suitable  assignment  of  all 
right  and  title  to  such  claim,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  the  United  States  makes  reimburse¬ 
ment,  and  the  agreement  of  the  claimant 
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to  furnish  such  evidence  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  pursue  such  claim.  If  the  po¬ 
tential  claim  is  against  a  carrier.,  or 
insurer,  he  will  ascertain  that  the  claim¬ 
ant  hu  filed  a  timely  proper  claim  and 
procure  evidence  thereof.  The  com¬ 
pleted  investigation,  original  cbiin*  and 
supporting  evidence  will  be  forwarded  to 
the  appropriate  Chief  Attorney. 

§  14.666  Chief  Attorney  review  and  rec¬ 
ommendation. 

(a)  Hie  Chief  Attorney  having  Juris¬ 
diction  will  conduct  such  additional  in¬ 
vestigation  as  he  deems  necessary  to 
establish  aU  facts  required.  If  the  claim¬ 
ant  has  indicated  he  may  have  a  poten¬ 
tial  claim  for  indemnification  against 
other  than  the  United  States,  the  Chief 
Attorney  will  ascertain  that  a  suitable 
assignment,  legally  enforceable,  of  ail 
right  and  title  to  such  claim,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  the  United  States  makes  reimburse¬ 
ment,  and  the  sigreement  of  the  claimant 
to  furnish  such  evidence  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  pursue  such  claim  is  of  record. 
If  such  potential  claim  is  against  a  car¬ 
rier  or  insurer  he  will  ascertain  that 
claimant  has  filed  a  timely  proper  claim 
against  the  carrier  or  insurer  and  review 
same  for  legal  sufBciency. 

(b)  The  Chief  Attorney  wUl  forward 
the  original  claim  with  the  supporting 
evidence,  the  initial  investigation  report, 
the  original  of  his  Investigation  report, 
if  any,  and  a  recommendation  as  to  dis¬ 
position  of  the  claim  to  the  General 
Counsel. 

§  14.667  Claims  payable. 

(a)  No  claim  shall  be  paid  unless 
timely  filed  in  proper  form  as  provided 
in  §  14.666  and  the  preponderance  of  the 
evidence  establishes  that  the  loss  or 
damage: 

(1)  Actually  occurred  and  the  amount 
claimed  is  reasonable, 

(2)  Was  incident  to  the  employee’s 
service  and  his  possession  of  the  property 
was  reasonable,  useful,  or  proper  under 
the  circumstances, 

(3)  Did  not  occur  at  quarters  occupied 
within  the  fifty  States  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  that  were  not  assigned  to  the 
claimant  or  otherwise  provided  in  kind 
by  the  United  States, 

(4)  Was  not  caused  wholly  or  partly 
by  the  negligent  act  of  the  claimant,  his 
agent,  or  his  employee,  " 

And  that  the  claimant  has  no  right  to 
indemnification  for  his  loss  or  damage 
from  other  than  the  United  States,  ex¬ 
cept  to  the  extent  that  he  assigns  such 
right  to  the  United  States  and  agrees  to 
furnish  evidence  required  to  enable  the 
United  States  to  enforce  such  right.  In 
the  event  he  has  a  right  to  recovery  for 
the  loss  or  damage  from  a  carrier  or 
insurer  he  will  be  required  to  file  a  timely 
claim  for  such  recovery  before  considera¬ 
tion  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States. 

(b)  No  claim  for  the  cost  of  repair 
or  replacement  of  personal  property  of 
employees  damaged  or  destroyed  by  pa¬ 
tients  or  domiciliary  members  while  such 
employees  are  engaged  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  official  duties  shall  be  enter¬ 
tained  under  these  personnel  claims 
regulations,  unless  claim  filed  pursuant 
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to  38  UJS.C.  233(5)  (9  17.78  of  this  chap¬ 
ter)  has  been  finally  denied  for  the  rea¬ 
son  that  such  claim  did  not  meet  the 
criteria  established  by  that  law. 

§  14.668  Disposition  of  claims. 

(a)  Disallowed  claims.  Claimants  will 
be  prcHnptly  notified  of  the  disallowance 
of  a  claim  and  the  reasons  therefor. 

(b)  Allowed  claims — (1)  Reimburse- 
ment  in  kind.  Where  a  claim  is  allowed 
and  it  is  determined  to  be  to  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  Government,  reimburse¬ 
ment  will  be  made  in  kind.  The  official 
authorizing  settlement  will  request  the 
Director,  Supply  Service,  Department  of 
Medicine  and  Surgery,  to  procure  the 
necessary  article  or  articles  and  deliver 
same  to  the  claimant. 

(2)  Reimbursement  by  check.  The 
General  Counsel’s  Office  will  forward  al¬ 
lowed  claims,  other  than  those  requiring 
reimbiirsement  in  kind,  to  the  finance 
activity  at  the  Veterans  Administration 
installation  where  the  claim  arose.  That 
activity  will  audit  the  claim,  which  if 
foimd  proper  for  payment,  will  be  sched¬ 
uled  on  VA  Form  4-1423  and  forwarded 
to  the  appropriate  Regional  Disbursing 
Office  for  payment. 

§  14.669  Reports. 

The  General  Counsel  will  maintain  all 
statistical  information  necessary  and 
prepare  for  the  Administrator,  the  yearly 
report  required  by  section  3(e)  of  Public 
Law  88-558  (78  Stat.  767) . 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U£.C.  210) 

These  VA  Regulations  are  effective  the 
date  ot  approval. 

Approved:  May  3, 1965. 

[SEAL]  •  W.  J.  Driver, 

Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  85-4826;  Filed,  May  6,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  45— PUBLIC  WELFARE 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Education,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  130— FEDERAL  ASSISTANCE 
UNDER  THE  LIBRARY  SERVICES 
AND  CONSTRUCTION  ACT,  AS 
AMENDED  AND  SO  RENAMED  BY 
PUBLIC  LAW  88-269,  AN  ACT  “TO 
PROMOTE  THE  FURTHER  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT  OF  PUBLIC  LIBRARY  SERV¬ 
ICES” 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Part  130  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  approval,  in  certain  cases, 
of  the  construction  of  a  part  at  a  public 
library,  postponing  for  sqiproval  during 
a  subsequent  fiscal  year  the  construction 
of  an  additional  part  of  that  public  li¬ 
brary,  and  specifically .  calling  for  the 
inclusion  of  a  nondlscrimination-in-em- 
ployment  clause  in  any  construction  con¬ 
tract.  Part  130  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  following  new  paragraph  (k)  is 
added  at  the  end  of  9  130.1 : 
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§  130.1  Terms. 

«  •  •  *  • 

(k)  “Project”  or  “construction  proj¬ 
ect”  means,  in  relation  to  the  applicatiem 
of  title  n  of  the  Act,  (1)  public  library 
construction  or  (2)  such  part  of  public 
library  construction  as  is  to  be  covered 
by  a  separate  contract. 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  9  130.8  is  amended 
and  a  new  paragraph  (c)  is  added.  The 
amended  and  added  paragraphs  read  as 
follows: 

§130.8  Policies  and  Methods. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(b)  The  State  plan  for  construction 
shall  set  forth  the  policies  and  methods 
which  will  be  follow^  in  administering  or 
supervising  the  administration  of  the 
plan  for  construction,  including  the  cri¬ 
teria  used  to  insure  that  public  library 
facilities  wUl  be  constructed  only  to  serve 
areas  which  are  without  library  faciUties 
or  with  inadequate  Ubrary  facilities  nec¬ 
essary  to  develop  Ubrary  services,  and 
shaU  provide  that  projects  wiU  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  agency  only  if  the 
State  agency  determines  that  the  con¬ 
struction  work  wUl  be  imdertaken 
promptly  after  approval  and  that  it  be 
completed  within  a  reasonable  period  of 
time,  or,  in  the  case  of  a  project  involving 
only  the  Initial  or  an  intermediate  part 
of  the  construction  of  a  pubUc  Ubrary, 
that  it  wiU  resiUt  in  a  complete  pubUc 
Ubrary  within  a  reasonable  period  of 
time,  and  if  the  State  agency  receives 
assurances  to  that  effect.  Ihe  State  plan 
for  construction  shaU  also  set  forth 
methods  and  procedures  to  be  foUowed 
in  assuring  that  every  local  or  other  pub¬ 
Uc  agency  whose  appUcation  fm:  fimds 
under  such  a  plan  wi^  respect  to  a  proj¬ 
ect  for  construction  of  pubUc  Ubrary 
faciUties  is  denied  wiU  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  fair  hearing  before  the 
State  agency,  as  provided  for  in  section 
203(a)  (3)  of  the  Act.  The  State  plan 
for  construction  shaU  provide  assurance 
that  aU  laborers  and  mechanics  employed 
by  contractors  or  subcontractors  on  aU 
public  Ubrary  construction  assisted  under 
the  Act  shall  be  paid  wages  at  rates  not 
less  than  those  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  to  be  prevaiUng  on  sim- 
Uar  construction  in  the  locaUty  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Davis-Bacon  Act,  as 
amended  (40  UBX;.  276a — 276si-5),  and 
ShaU  receive  overtime  compensation  in 
accordance  with  and  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Contract  Work  Hours 
Standards  Act  (40  TJjS.C.  327-330),  as 
provided  for  in  aection  203(a)  (4)  of  the 
Act,  that  such  contractors  and  subcon¬ 
tractors  shall  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  29  CPR  Part  3  (see  29  F.R.  97)  ahd 
that  aU  contracts  and  subcontracts  for 
pubUc  Ubrary  construction  shall  incor¬ 
porate  the  contract  clauses  required  by  29 
CFR  5.5  (a)  and  (c)  (see  29  F.R.  100, 
101,  13463).  See  also  29  CTFR  Part  3, 
Subpart  B — Intenmetation  of  the  Fringe 
Benefit  provisions  of  the  DavlSrBacon 
Act — published  at  29  F.R.’  13465.  The 
State  plan  for  construction  shall  provide 
that  each  apiUicant  for  funds  under  the 
plan  ShaU  furnish  such  assurances  as  the 
State  agency  deems  appropriate  that  the 
pubUc  Ubrary  faciUty  to  be  constructed 
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with  such  funds  will  continue  to  be  de¬ 
voted  to  public  library  pmposes. 

(c)  The  nondiscrimination  clause  pre¬ 
scribed  by  Executive  Order  No.  10925  of 
March  6, 1961  (26  FJR.  1977) ,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  No.  11114  of  June  22, 
1963  (28  Fit.  6485) .  shall  be  required  to 
be  incorporated  in  any  contract  for  con¬ 
struction  work,  or  modification  thereof, 
as  defined  in  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  President’s  Committee  on  Equal 
ESnplosmient  Opportunity  (41  C3FR  Part 
60-1),  imder  a  State  plan  for  construc¬ 
tion. 

3.  The  heading  and  paragriqih  (c)  of 
§  130.16  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  130.16  Determination  of  the  fiscal 
year's  allotment  to  which  an  expend¬ 
iture  is  chargeable. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  In  the  case  of  an  allotment  under 
section  202  of  the  Act,  the  approval  by 
the  State  s«ency  of  a  construction  proj¬ 
ect  and  notification  to  the  Commissioner 
of  such  approval,  accompuiled  by  an 
assurance  of  the  State  agency  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  Commissioner  that  the  public 
library  construction  will  be  undertaken 
promptly  and  completed  within  a  reason¬ 
able  period  of  time,  shall,  in  accordance 
with  section  202  of  the  Act,  constitute  a 
commitment  of  that  State’s  allotment  for 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  approval 
occurred  to  the  extent  of  the  “Federal 
share’’  of  the  estimated  cost  of  that  con¬ 
struction  project.  If  the  Federal  allot¬ 
ment  to  a  State  during  a  fiscal  year  is 
insufScient  to  meet  in  full  the  Federal 
share  of  the  cost  of  one  of  the  public 
libraries,  or  of  the  sole  public  library, 
intended  to  be  approved  under  the  State 
plEUi  during  that  fiscal  year,  the  State 
agency  may  dming  that  fiscal  year  ap¬ 
prove  as  a  construction  project  such  in¬ 
itial  or  intermediate  part  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  public  library  as  is  to 
be  covered  by  separate  contract,  post¬ 
poning  for  approval  during  a  subsequent 
fiscal  year  an  additimial  part  of  such 
construction,  but  only  if  the  State  agency 
provides  the  Commifioner  with  an  as¬ 
surance  satisfactory  to  him  that  such  a 
construction  project  will  be  imdertaken 
promptly  and  that  the  construction  proj¬ 
ect  will  result  in  a  cmnplete  public  library 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 

•  •  •  *  « 

4.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  130.17  is  amended 
to  r6ad  as  follows: 


§130.17  Requirements  for  payment. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  The  State  plan  for  construction. 
The  “Federal  share’’  of  expenditures  for 
projects  tmder  a  State  plan  for  construc¬ 
tion  will  be  paid  to  a  State  only  if  the 
Commissioner  finds  that  funds  will  be 
available  from  sotirces  other  than  Fed¬ 
eral  sources  in  a  total  amount  equal  to 
the  State  percentage,  as  determined  un¬ 
der  section  104(c)  of  the  Act,  of  such  ex¬ 
penditures  plus  any  such  additional 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  complete 
the  project  if  the  appropriate  assurance 
called  for  by  9  130.16(c)  has  been  given 
to  the  Commissioner. 

(Sec.  8.  70  Stat.  296,  as  amended  and  re¬ 
numbered  sec.  302,  78  Stat.  14,  20  US.C.  357) 

Dated:  March 23, 1965. 

[seal!  Francis  Keppel, 

Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  May  3, 1965. 

Anthony  J.  Celebrezze, 

Secretary,  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-4828;  Filed,  May  6,  1065; 

8:47  am.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Second  Rev.  8.0. 562] 

PART  97— ROUTING  OF  TRAFFIC 

Rerouting  of  Traffic;  Appointment  of 
Agents 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  3,  held  at 
its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  30th 
day  of  April  A  JJ.  1965. 

It  appearing,  that  the  matter  of  car 
service  (section  1,  paragraphs  10-17  in¬ 
clusive)  of  the  Interstate  Cmnmerce  Act 
being  imder  consideration  by  Division  3 
that  whenever  any  carrier  by  railroad 
subject  to  Part  I  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  is,  for  any  reasmi,  unable  to 
tranq^ort  traffic  offered  it  so  as  to  prop¬ 
erly  serve  the  public,  that  car  service  will 
be  promoted  in  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
Ue  and  the  commerce  of  the  people  by 
the  appointment  of  agents  with  author- 


j. 

ity  to  divert  and  reroute  such  traffic,  and 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  order  effective  upon  less 
than  thirty  days’  notice. 

ft  is  ordered.  That:  ' 

§  97.562  Rerouting  of  traffic — ;Appoint- 
ment  of  agents. 

(a)  C.  W.  Taylor,  Director,  and  R.  D. 
Pfahler.  Assistant  Director,  Bureau  of 
Safety  and  Service,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C..  and  each 
of  them  are  hereby  appointed  agents  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
and  vested  with  authority  to  authorize 
diversion  and  rerouting  of  loaded  and 
empty  freight  cars  from  and  to  any  point 
in  the  United  States  whenever,  in  their 
opinion,  an  emergency  exists  whereby 
any  railroad  is  unable  to  move  traffic  cur¬ 
rently  over  its  lines. 

(b)  Application:  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  apply  to  shipments  mov¬ 
ing  in  Intrastate  commerce  as  well  as  to 
those  moving  in  interstate  commerce. 

(c)  Effective  date:  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  12:01  am..  May  4, 
1965. 

(d)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11(59  p.m.,  December  31,  1965, 
imless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended  or  aimulled  by  order  of^  this 
Commission. 

(Seca.  1,  12.  16.  24  SUt.  379,  383,  384,  as 
amended;  49  n.S.C.  1.  12,  16.  Interprets  or 
appUes  secs.  1(10-17),  16(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  64  Stat.  911,  49  DJB.C.  1(10-17), 
16(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  c<H>y  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  each  State  railroad  regulatory 
body,  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  and  upon 
The  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association  as  agents  of  the  railroad.s 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  per 
diem  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  that  notice  of  Uiis  order 
be  given  to  Uie  general  public  by  de¬ 
positing  a  c(q>y  in  the  office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Cmnmlsslmi,  Division  3. 

[seal!  Bxbtha  P.  Armxs, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doo.  65-4842;  FUed.  May  6.  1965; 

8:48  am.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  A6RICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  70  1 

GRADING  AND  INSPECTION  OF 
POULTRY  AND  EDIBLE  PRODUCTS 
AND  UNITED  STATES  CLASSES, 
STANDARDS,  AND  GRADES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  consider¬ 
ing  amendments  to  the  Regulations  Gov¬ 
erning  the  Grading  and  Inspection  of 
poultry  and  edible  products  thereof  and 
United  States  Classes,  Standards,  and 
Grades  with  respect  thereto,  under  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (7 
use.  1621-1627). 

Statement  of  considerations.  One  of 
the  prime  considerations  in  developing 
standards  and  grades  is  insurii^  that 
they  will  be  uniformly  interpreted  and 
applied.  The  Department  has  been  con¬ 
cerned  for  some  time  with  inequities  in 
the  standards  as  presently  written.  For 
example,  under  the  present  standards, 
the  same  tolerances  for  cuts,  tears,  miss¬ 
ing  skin,  and  discolorations  apply  to  a 
1-pound  Rock  Cornish  Game  Hen  and  a 
4 -pound  stewing  chicken.  Obviously, 
there  is  a  great  difference  in  the  area 
of  skin  between  these  two  classes  of  poul¬ 
try.  In  the  past  these  inequities  have 
been  compensated  for  administratively 
under  the  general  provisions  of  the 
standards.  Graders,  with  the  knowledge 
agd  consent  of  industry,  do  permit  less 
tolerance  for  small  birds  than  for  larger 
birds  within  the  maximum  tolerances  es¬ 
tablished.  The  present  interpretation 
and  application  of  thfe  standards  would 
be  incorporated  into  the  proposed  stand¬ 
ards. 

The  proposed  sunendments  would  es¬ 
tablish  tolerances  in  four  different  cate¬ 
gories  in  lieu  of  the  two  categories  now 
in  use.  The  two  categories  presently 
used  are  chicken,  ducks,  guineas  and 
pigeons;  and  turkeys  and  geese.  The 
proposed  categories  are  all  classes  of 
poultry  in  the  following  weight  ranges: 

1 ' 2  pounds  or  less,  over  1  ^  pounds  and 
not  more  than  6  pounds,  over  6  pounds 
and  not  more  than  16  pounds,  more  than 
16  p>ounds.  In  order  to  be  compatible 
with  the  proposed  changes  in  categories 
under  which  tolerances  for  exposed  flesh 
and  discolorations  are  listed,  tolerances 
for  freezing  defects  in  A  Quality  due  to 
di-ying  of  the  inner  skin  would  1m  shown 
in  the  same  manner.  It  is  emphasized 
that  the  proposed  changes  in  grade  ter¬ 
minology  would  not  affect  the  present 
application  of  the  standards. 

Minor  changes  would  be  made  in  the 
class  descriptions  of  poultry  to  have  them 
correspond  with  the  description  used  in 


Part  81  of  this  chapter.  Other  minor 
changes  would  be  made  in  other  sections 
for  the  sake  of  clarity. 

The  proposed  amendments  also  in¬ 
clude  standards  for  A  Quality,  ready-to- 
cook  poultry  roasts,  and  A,  B,  and  C 
Quality  poultry  backs.  The  Increasing 
importance  of  further  processed  poultry 
products  to  the  industry  emphasizes  the 
need  for  grade  standards  for  some  of 
these  items.  A  proposed  standard  for 
poultry  roasts  was  published  in .  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  9,  i963. 
The  Department  announced  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  June  20,  1964,  that  the 
publication  of  this  standard  would  be 
delayed  since  the  comments  received 
showed  an  interest  and  need  for  such  a 
standard  but  Indicated  a  diversity  of 
opinion  regarding  appropriate  factors  to 
consider  in  quality  evaluation.  Subse¬ 
quent  information  has  made  it  possible  to 
republish  the  proposed  standard  for  A 
Quality  poultry  roasts. 

Changing  procurement  and  marketing 
practices  have  made  some  poultry  grades 
obsolete.  The  proposed  amendments 
would  delete  the  live  poultry  grades  and 
the  wholesale  poultry  grades.  The  indi¬ 
vidual  grade  standards  for  live  poultry 
would  be  retained  to  provide  for  a  cri¬ 
terion  to  determine  when  flocks  are  ready 
for  market. 

The  suggested  weight  specifications 
for  dressed  poultry  and  ready-to-cook 
poultry  would  be  deleted.  Dressed 
poultry  is  of  little  import  in  modern 
marketing.  Because  of  the  rapid  rate 
of  growth  and  versatility  of  young  ready- 
to-cook  poultry,  weight  as  an  indication 
of  method  of  cooking  is  misleading. 
For  example,  young  chickens  weighing 
4  pounds  could  be  suitable  for  either 
frying  or  roasting. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  comments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  proposal  shall  flle  the  same 
in  triplicate  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  112, 
Administration  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  not  later  than  June  10,  1965. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposed  amendments  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  70.181  Live  poultry  would  be 
amended  by  deleting  the  last  sentence 
and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “such  gradings  may  be  recorded 
on  an  official  poultry  grading  certifleate 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  birds  graded." 

2.  Section  70.301(a)  would  be 
amended  by  substituting  the  words 
“(usually  5  to  6  weeks  of  age)"  in  lieu 
of  the  words  “(usually  5  to  7  weeks  of 
age.)” 

2a.  Section  7G.301(e)  would  be 
amended  by  deleting  the  word  “old" 


from  the  last  sentence  of  that  para¬ 
graph. 

3.  Section  70.301  (f)  and  (g)  would  be 
amended  to  read: 

§  70.301  Chickens. 

*  •  *  «  • 

(f)  Hen  or  stewing  chicken  or  fowl. 

A  hen  or  stewing  chicken  or  fowl  is  a 
mature  female  chicken  (usually  more 
than  10  months  of  age)  with  meat  less 
tender  than  that  of  a  roaster,  and  non- 
flexible  breastbone  tip. 

(g)  Cock  or  rooster.  A  cock  or  rooster 
is  a  mature  male  chicken  with  coarse 
skin,  toughened  and  darkened  meat,  and 
hardened  breastbone  tip. 

4.  Section  70.305  (a)  and  (b)  would 
be  amended  to  read : 

§  70.305  Guineas. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(a)  Young  guinea.  A  young  guinea 
may  be  of  either  sex,  is  tender-meated 
and  has  a  flexible  breastbone  cartilage. 

(b)  Mature  guinea  or  old  guinea.  A 
mature  guinea  or  an  old  guinea  may  be 
of  either  sex,  has  toughened  flesh  and  a 
hardened  breastbone. 

5.  Section  70.325(b)  would  be  amended 
to  read: 

§  70.325  A  (^ality  or  No.  1  Quality. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Is  well  feathered,  with  feathers 
quite  thoroughly  covering  all  parts  of 
the  body;  and  may  have  a  slight  scatter¬ 
ing  of  pinfeathers. 

#  •  ♦  •  • 

6.  Section  70.325(c)  would  be  amended 
by  substituting  the  word  “deformities" 
in  lieu  of  the  word  “defects.” 

7.  Section  70.326(c)  would  be  amended 
by  substituting  the  word  “deformities” 
in  lieu  of  the  word  “abnormalities.” 

8.  The  heading  “United  States  Grades 
For  Live  Poultry”  preceding  S  70.330,  and 
§  70.330  would  be  deleted. 

9.  The  heading  “Grades”  preceding 
S  70.335,  and  9  70.335,  9  70.336,  9  70.337 
and  9  70.338  would  be  deleted. 

10.  Section  70.350  (a)  and  (b)  would 
be  amended  by  changing  “70.355”  in  the 
first  sentences  to  read  “70.356.” 

11.  Section  70.350(c)  and  (e)(8)  would 
be  amended  to  read: 

§  70.350  General. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  In  interpreting  the  respective  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  9  70.350  to  9  70.- 
356  for  A  ^ality,  B  Quality,  and  C 
Quality,  the  intensity,  aggregate  area  in¬ 
volved  and  locations  of  (1)  discolorations 
(whether  or  not  caused  by  dressing  op¬ 
erations),  (2)  bruises,  (3)  exposed  flesh 
(resulting  from  cuts,  tears  and  missing 
skin),  (4)  pinfeathers  and  (5)  freezing 
defects,  as  such  defects  individually,  or 
in  combination,  detract  from  the  general 
appearance,  shall  be  considered  in  de- 
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substantially  intact  (does  not  separate 
into  more  than  three  parts)  when  sliced 
warm  after  co(^ing.  This  may  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  use  of  large  pieces  of  poul¬ 
try  or  by  use  of  approved  binders. 

(f)  Seasoning  or  flavor  enhancers,  if 
used,  shall  be  uniformly  distributed. 

(g)  Product  shall  be  fabricated  or  tied 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  will  retain  its 
shape  after  defrosting  and  cooking. 

(h)  Packaging  shall  be  neat  and 
attractive. 

(1)  Product  shall  be  practically  free  of 
weepage  after  packaging  and/or  freez¬ 
ing,  and,  if  frozen,  shall  have  a  bright, 
desirable  color. 

20.  Section  70.360(a)  would  be  amend¬ 
ed  by  changing  “§  70.355”  to  read 
••§  70.356.” 

21.  Section  70.360(b)  would  be  amend¬ 
ed  by  changing  the  phrase  "(c),  (d)  or 
(e)”  to  read:  *‘(c)  or  (e).” 

22.  Section  70.360(d)  would  be  deleted. 

23.  The  headings  “United  States 
Wholesale  Grades  for  Dressed  Poultry 
and  Ready-To-Cook  Poultry”  and 
“Grades”  preceding  §  70.364,  and 
§§70.364,  70.365  and  70.366  would  be 
deleted. 

24.  The  heading  “Weight  Specifica¬ 
tions”  preceding  §  70.370,  and  §  70.370 
would  deleted. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  May  1965. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4861;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:50  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Standards 
[  29  CFR  Parts  1501,  1502,  1503  ] 

SAFETY  AND  HEALTH  REGULATIONS 
FOR  SHIP  REPAIRING,  SHIPBUILD¬ 
ING,  AND  SHIPBREAKING 

Proposed  Threshold  Limit  Values 

Pursuant  to  section  41  of  the  Long¬ 
shoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  (33  UJ3.C.  941),  I  hereby 
propose  to  amend  29  CFR  Parts  1501, 
1502,  and  1503  as  set  forth  below.  The 
changes  are  proposed  in  view  of  the  1964 
revision  of  the  Theshold  Limit  Values  is¬ 
sued  by  the  American  Conference  of 
Governmental  Industrial  Hygienists 
which  appears  to  contain  the  most  recent 
and  valid  information  concerning  expo¬ 
sure  to  concentrations  of  airborne  sub¬ 
stances.  Copies  of  these  values  may  be 
obtained  at  the  address  in  the  proposed 
amendment  to  29  CFR  1501.5. 

Written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
regarding  the  proposal  may  be  filed  by 
mall  with  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Standards,  UJ3.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.,  20210,.  within 


15  days  after  this  document  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

1.  The  following  addition  to  the  list  in 
29  CFR  1501.5  would  be  made: 

§1501.5  Reference  specifications,  stand¬ 
ards,  and  codes. 

(a)  *  •  • 

Threshold  Umlt  Values  lor  1964,  American 
Conference  of  Governmental  Industrial 
Hygienists,  1014  Broadway,  Cincinnati  2, 
Ohio,  Subpart  B,  S  1501.11(a)(4);  Subpart 
C,  i  1601.21(b). 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  29  CFR  1501.21 
would  be  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1501.21  Toxic  cleaning  solvents. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  The  principles  in  the  threshold 
limit  values  to  which  attention  is  directed 
in  S  1501.5  will  be  used  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  in  enforcement  proceed¬ 
ings  in  defining  a  safe  concentration  of 
vapors. 

*  •  •  •  * 

3.  'The  appendixes  contained  in  29  CFR 
Part  1501  would  be  deleted. 

4.  The  following  addition  to  the  list 
in  29  CFR  1502.5  would  be  made; 

§  1502.5  Reference  specifications,  stand¬ 
ards,  and  codes. 

(a)  *  •  * 

Threshold  Limit  Values  for  1964,  American 
Conference  of  Governmental  Indmtrial 
Hygienists,  1014  Broadway,  Cincinnati  2, 
Ohio.  Subpart  C,  1  1602.21(b). 

5.  Paragraph  (b)  of  29  CFR  1502.21 
would  be  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1502.21  Toxic  cleaning  solvents. 

(b)  The  principles  in  the  threshold 
limit  values  to  which  attention  is  directed 
in  §  1502.5  will  be  used  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  in  enforcement  proceed¬ 
ings  in  defining  a  safe  concentration  of 
vapors. 

*  •  •  •  • 

6.  The  appendixes  contained  in  29 
CFR  Part  1502  would  be  deleted. 

7.  The  following  addition  to  the  list 
in  29  cm  1503.5  would  be  made: 

§  1503.5  Reference  specifications,  stand¬ 
ards,  and  codes. 

(a)  •  •  * 

Threshold  Limit  Values  for  1964,  American 
Conference  of  Governmental  Industrial 
Hygienists,  1014  Broadway,  Cincinnati  2, 
Ohio,  Subpart  B,  f  1603.11(a)  (4). 

8.  The  appendixes  contained  in  29 
CFR  Part  1503  would  be  deleted. 

(33  U.S.C.941) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  April  1965. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

(PH.  Doc.  66-4811;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  A6ENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-18] 

CONTROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION 

AREAS,  AND  CONTROL  AREA  EX¬ 
TENSIONS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation  and 
Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  §§  71.165,  71.171,  and 
71,181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  which  would  revoke  the 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  control  area  extension 
(29  F.R.  17565)  and  Shenandoah,  Pa., 
transition  area  (29  F.R.  17698) ;  alter 
the  Harrisburg  (29  FJL  17604),  Lan¬ 
caster  (29  F.R.  17610) ,  and  Reading,  Pa. 
(29  FA.  17627),  control  zones  and  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.,  transition  area  (29  F.R. 
17675) ;  designate  700-foot  above  ground 
transition  areas  over  Harrisburg-York 
State  Airport,  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  Lan¬ 
caster  and  Garden  Spot  Airports,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.,  General  Spaatz  Field, 
Reading,  Pa.,  Chester  County  Area  Air¬ 
port,  Coatesville,  Pa.,  York  Airport, 
York,  Pa.,  and  Kutztown  Airport,  Kutz- 
town.  Pa.;  and  designate  a  1,200-foot 
above  ground  Harrisburg,  Pa.  transition 
area. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  terminal  areas  is  presently 
composed  of  the  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  con¬ 
trol  area  extension,  a  portion  of  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  New  York,  N.Y., 
control  area  extensions  and  the  Shenan¬ 
doah  and  Lancaster,  Pa.,  transition 
areas.  Also  included  is  the  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  control  zone  described  as  being 
within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Harrisburg- 
York  State  Airport,  2  miles  either  side  of 
the  Harrisburg  VORTAC  100“  radial  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
the  VORTAC  and  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  airport  ILS  localizer  SW 
course  extended  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  the  OM;  the  Lancaster,  Pa.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  described  as  being  within  a  5- 
mile  radius  of  Lancaster  Airport,  within 
2  miles  either  side  of  the  Lancaster  VOR 
128°  radial  extended  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  12  miles  SE  of  the  VOR 
and  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Lancaster  VOR  260“  radial  extended 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles 
W  of  the  VOR;  the  Reading,  Pa.,  control 
zone  described  as  being  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  General  Carl  A.  Spaatz  Airport. 
The  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Olmsted  AFB  is  part  of  the  Harrisburg 
control  zone. 

The  proposed  alterations  to  the  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.,  Lancaster,  Pa.,  and  Reading, 
Pa.,  control  zones  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
instrument  approach  and  departure  pro¬ 
cedures  at  the  respective  airports.  The 
modification  to  the  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  would  reduce  the  extension  to 
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the  southwest;  however,  a  new  extension 
would  be  designated  to  the  southeast  to 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
the  proposed  TACAN  approaches  to  Olm¬ 
sted  APB.  The  modification  to  the  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.,  control  zone  will  reduce  the 
extensions  to  the  west  and  southeast. 
The  modification  to  the  Reading,  Pa., 
control  zone  will  add  two  extensions  to 
the  south  to  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  departing  Rimway  18  and  aircraft 
executing  AL-627-ILS-Rwy-36,  AL-627- 
ADP-1  and  VHP/DP  (emergency)  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedures. 

The  700-  and  1.200-foot  above  ground 
transition  areas  would  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  prescribe  instru¬ 
ment  holding,  arrival,  departure,  and 
radar  vectoring  procedures  in  the  Har¬ 
risburg.  Reading,  and  Lancaster  terminal 
areas  with  the  700-foot  transition  areas 
giving  protection  to  aircraft  executing 
approach  procedures  to  York,  Kutztown, 
and  Coatesville  terminal  areas  down  to 
700  feet  above  ground  and  departure  pro¬ 
cedures  above  700  feet  above  ground. 
Concurrent  with  the  designation  of  Har¬ 
risburg,  Reading,  Coatesville,  and  York, 
transition  areas,  we  will  have  no  require¬ 
ment  to  retain  the  Harrisburg  control 
area  extension  and  the  Shenandoah 
transition  area. 

The  fioors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floors  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribe  in¬ 
strument  procedures  would  be  effected  in 
conjunction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein,  but  operational  complexity  would 
not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft  per¬ 
formance  or  present  landing  mlnimums 
be  advsersely  affected.  Specific  details 
of  the  changes  to  procedures  and  mini¬ 
mum  flight  rules  altitudes  that  would 
be  required  may  be  examined  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  P^eral  Aviation  Agency, 
Federal  Building,  John  P.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica.  N.Y.,  11430. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
ATTN:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Building, 
John  P.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica.  N.Y..  11430.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  dairs  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Feoekal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  Informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief.  Airspace 
Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency.  Federal  Building,  John 
F.  Kennedy  International  Airport,  Ja¬ 
maica,  N.Y. 


The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
airspace  requirements  for  the  terminal 
areas  of  Harrisburg,  Lancaster,  Reading, 
Coatesville,  Kutztown,  and  York,  Pa.,  at¬ 
tendant  to  the  implementation  of  the 
provisions  of  Civil  Air  Regulation  amend¬ 
ments  60-21  and  60-29  (26  PH.  570,  27 
PH.  4012),  proposes  the  airspace  actions 
hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  §  71.165  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
revoke  the  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  control  area 
extension. 

2.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  control  zone  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of: 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  center,  40'- 
12'59''  N..  76*51'03’'  W.  of  Harrlsburg-York 
State  Airport.  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and  within  a 
S-mile  radius  of  the  center,  40*11'38’'  N., 
76'46'39"  W.  of  Olmsted  APB.  Middletown, 
Pa.;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Harris¬ 
burg  VOR  100*  radial  extending  from  the 
5 -mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Harrisburg- York  State 
Airport  IliS  localizer  west  course  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  2  mUes  east 
of  the  OM;  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Olmsted  TACAN  118*  radial  extending 
from  the  Olmsted  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  SE  of  the  TACAN. 

3.  Amend  §71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  control  zone  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of: 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  center,  40  °- 
07'16''  N.,  76*17'47"  W.  of  Lancaster  Airport, 
Lancaster,  Pa.,  and  within  2' miles  each  side 
of  the  Lancaster  VOR  128*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles  SE 
of  the  VOR  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Lancaster  VOR  260*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  mUes  W  of 
the  VOR  frcnn  0700  to  2300  hours,  local  time, 
daily. 

4.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  descripticm  of  the  Reading. 
Pa.,  control  zone  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of: 

Within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center,  40*- 
22'39''  N.,  75*57'57''  W.  of  General  Spaatz 
Field,  Reading,  Pa.,  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  airport  HjS  localizer  S  course  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  S  of  the  OM  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Reading  VHP/DP  201*  bearing 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  S  of  the  VHP/DP  site. 

5.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-  and  1,200-foot  above 
ground  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  transition  area 
described  as  follows: 

Harkisburg,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center,  40*12'59"  N.,  76*51*03" 
W.  of  Harrlsburg-York  State  Airport,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  and  within  5  miles  S  and  8  miles 
N  of  the  Harrisburg  HjS  localizer  W  coiu-se 
extending  from  the  12-mUe  radius  area  to 
12  miles  west  of  the  OM;  within  5  miles  N 
and  8  miles  S  of  a  line  bearing  276*  from  a 
point  40*13*27"  N..  76*52*40*'  W.  extending 
from  the  12-mUe  radius  area  to  12  miles  W 
of  said  point;  within  an  area  2  miles  8  and 
7  miles  N  of  the  Olmsted  TACAN  118*  and 


298*  radials  extending  from  the  12-mile  ra¬ 
dius  area  to  14  mUes  SE  and  20  miles  NW  of 
the  TACAN. 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from  l^IOO 
feet  above  the  surface  beginning  at:  41*00*- 
00*'  N.,  75*46*00"  W.  to  40*40*00*'  N., 
76*00*00"  W.  to  40*30*00*'  N..  76*00*00"  W. 
to  40*30*00*'  N..  76*15*00"  W.  to  40*15*00**  N.. 
76*00*00**  W.  to  40*10*00*'  N.,  75*44*00"  W. 
to  39*60*00*'  N.,  78*44'00"  W.  to  39*50'00  N.. 
77*22*00"  W.  to  40*10*00**  N..  77*37*00*'  W. 
to  40*10*00"  N.,  77*65*00**  W.  to  40*36*00*'  N., 
77*66*00"  W.  to  40*47*27*'  N.,  76*63*04"  W. 
to  40*48*20**  N..  76*41*30*'  W.  to  40*56*20"  N.. 
76*43*00**  W.  to  point  of  beginning. 

6.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  transition  area  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof : 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  center,  40*07*16**  N.,  76*17*47**  W.  of 
Lancaster  Airport,  Lancaster.  Pa.,  and  with¬ 
in  5  miles  SW  and  8  miles  NE  of  the  Lan¬ 
caster  VOR  128*  radial  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  12  miles  SE;  within  5  miles  N  and  8 
miles  S  of  the  Lancaster  VOR  260*  radial 
extending  from  the  VC®  to  12  mUes  W; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Lancaster 
VOR  045*  radial  extending  from  the  7-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  NE.  excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  coinciding  with  the  Harrisbiu^,  Pa., 
700-foot  transition  area. 

7.  Amend  §  71.181  of  PaH  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700  foot  above  ground  Read¬ 
ing,  Pa.,  transition  area  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Reading,  Pa. 

*rhat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9  mile  radius 
of  the  center.  40*22*39**  N..  76*87*57**  W.  of 
General  Spaatz  Field,  Reading,  Pa.,  and 
within  5  mUes  W  and  8  miles  E  of  the  Read¬ 
ing  TTJt  localizer  S  course  extended  from  the 
OM  for  12  miles;  within  5  miles  each  side 
of  the  East  Texas  VOR  253*  radial  extended 
to  the  Ravine  VOR  126*  radial  and  within 
a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center,  40*30*06"  N., 
75*47*05*'  W,  of  Kutztown  Airport.  Kutz¬ 
town,  Pa.,  excluding  that  portion  coincident 
with  the  Allentown,  Pa..  700-foot  transition 
area. 

8.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700  foot  above  ground 
CToatesville,  Pa.,  transition  area  described 
as  follows: 

COATESVXLLZ,  PA. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  4-mile  radius 
of  the  center,  39*59'00"  N.,  75*82*00"  W.  of 
Chester  County  Area  Airport,  Chester,  Pa., 
and  within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the  Coates¬ 
ville  RBN  283*  bearing  extending  from  the 
4  mUe  radius  area  to  8  miles  W  of  the  RBN. 

9.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  700-foot  above  ground  York. 
Pa.,  transition  area  described  as  follows: 

York,  Pa. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  center,  39*55*00"  N.,  76*62*00*'  W.  of 
York  Airport,  York,  Pa.,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  16 
extended  from  the  6-mlle  radius  area  to  7 
miles  S  of  the  end  of  the  runway  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  336*  bearing  of  the 
York  RBN  extending  from  the  6-mUe  radius 
area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the  RBN  excluding 
that  portion  coincident  with  the  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  700-foot  transition  area. 
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10.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regiilatlons  so  as  to 
revoke  the  Shenandoah,  Pa.,  transition 
area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  April  20. 
1965. 

.  Wayne  Hendershot, 

Deputy  Regional  Director. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-4801;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  6&-SO-25] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Redesignation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  Is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  alter  the  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Memphis,  Tenn..  and  the 
transition  area  at  Tupelo,  Miss. 

The  Memphis,  Tenn.,  VORTAC  is 
tentatively  scheduled  to  be  relocated  in 
October.  1965,  to  latitude  34”56'35"  N.. 
longitude  89*57'34"  W.  The  airway/jet 
route  configuration  and  terminal  area 
structure  will  be  affected  by  the  reloca¬ 
tion.  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
poses  the  airspace  actions  hereinafter  set 
forth  in  order  to  adjust  the  control  zone 
and  transition  area  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
and  the  transition  area  at  Tupelo,  Miss., 
to  conform  with  the  relocated  VORTAC. 
The  airway/jet  route  configuration  will 
be  adjusted  in  separate  airspace  action 
being  processed  under  Airspace  Docket 
No.  65-SO-9. 

The  agency  further  proposes  to  alter 
the  Memphis  transition  area  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  the  protection  of 
two  instrument  approach  procedures 
proposed  to  be  established  into  the 
Twinkle  Town  Airport,  Walls,  Miss.  One 
of  these  approaches  will  utilize  the 
Memphis  relocated  VORTAC  and  the 
other  will  be  a  radar  surveillance  ap¬ 
proach. 

The  Memphis,  Tenn.,  control  zone  is 
presently  designated  within  a  5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  Memphis  Metropolitan  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  35”03'00"  N.,  longitude 
89‘’58'15"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Memphis  VORTAC  112*  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
8  miles  E  of  the  VORTAC;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Memphis  Runway 
35  ILS  localizer  S  coiurse,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Memphis  VOR¬ 
TAC  284*  radial,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  6  miles  W  of  the  air¬ 
port;  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  extended  centerline  of  Runway  3. 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
5.5  miles  NE  of  the  airport;  excluding  the 
portion  within  a  1-mlle  radius  of  the  De¬ 
soto  Air  Park,  Horn  Lake,  Miss,  (latitude 
34°59'15''  N.  longitude  90'*01'55"  W.). 

The  Memphis,  Tenn.,  transition  area 

i.s  presently  designated  as  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  a  7 -mile  radius  of 


the  Memphis  Metropolitan  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  35‘’03'00"  N.,  longitude  89"58'15'' 
W.) ;  (within  an  8-mlle  radius  of  the 
West  Memphis  Airport  (latitude  35°08'- 
24"  N.,  longitude  90"14'00"  W.)  (effec¬ 
tive  June  24,  1965,  Airspace  Docket  No. 
65-SO-7))  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Memphis  Rimway  9  ILS  localizer  W 
course,  extending  from  the  7 -mile  radius 
area  to  12  miles  W  of  the  OM;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Memphis  Runway 
9  ILS  localizer  E  course,  extending  from 
the  7-mile  radius  area  to  14  miles  E  of 
the  airport;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Memphis  Runway  35  ILS  localizer 
S  course,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radi¬ 
us  area  to  8  miles  S  of  the  OM ;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  36-mile 
radius  of  the  Memphis  Metropolitan  Air¬ 
port;  within  the  area  NW  of  Memphis, 
extending  beyond  the  36-mile  radius  area 
bounded  on  the  N  by  V-140,  on  the  E 
by  V-9W,  on  the  S  by  V-54N,  and  on 
the  W  by  V-69;  and  within  the  area  SE 
of  Memphis,  extending  beyond  the  36- 
mile  radius  area  bounded  on  the  NE  by 
the  N  boundary  of  V-176,  on  the  E  by  lon¬ 
gitude  89*20'00"  W.,  on  the  S  by  lati¬ 
tude  34'’09'30"  N.,  and  on  the  W  by 
the  W  boundary  of  V-9E. 

The  Tupelo.  Miss.,  transition  area  is 
presently  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the 
Tupelo  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  34*- 
15'30"  N..  longitude  88“45'55"  W.), 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Tupelo 
VOR  215*  radial,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the 
VOR;  and  the  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  siurface 
within  an  18-mile  radius  of  the  Tupelo 
Municipal  Airport;  and  the  area  bounded- 
on  the  NE  by  a  line  4  nmi  SW  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Holly  Springs.  Miss.,  VOR 
115*  radial,  on  the  SE  by  the  Tupelo  18- 
mile  radius  area,  on  the  SW  by  a  line 

4  nmi  SW  of  and  parallel  to  the  Holly 
Springs.  Miss.,  VOR  133*  radial  and  on 
the  W  by  the  Memphis,  Tenn.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

1.  The  Memphis,  Tenn.,  control  zone 
would  be  redesignated  as  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  Memphis  Metropolitan  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  35*03'00"  N.,  longltiide 
89*58'15"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Memphis  Runway  35  ILS  localizer 

5  course,  extending  from  the  5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  zone  to  the  OM;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  extended  centerline  of  runway 
3,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  5.5  miles  NE  of  the  airport;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Runway  9  ILS 
localizer  E  course,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  6  miles  E  of  the  air¬ 
port;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Memphis  VORTAC  351*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC;  excluding  the  portion  within 
a  1-mile  radius  of  the  Desoto  Air  Park, 
Horn  Lake.  Miss,  (latitude  34*59'15"  N.. 
longitude  90*01'55"  W.). 

2.  The  Memphis,  Tenn.,  transition 
area  would  be  redesignated  as  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  Memphis  Metropolitan  Airport 
(latitude  35*03'00"  N.,  longitude  89*58'- 
15"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 


Memphis  Runway  9  ILS  localizer  W 
course,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  W  of  the  OM;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Memphis  Runway 
9  ILS  localizer  E  course,  extending  from 
the  7-mile  radius  area  to  16  miles  E  of 
the  airport;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Memphis  Runway  35  ILS  localizer 
S  course,  extending  from  the  7-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  S  of  the  OM; 
within  an  8-mile  radius  of  the  West 
Memphis  Airport  (latitude  35*08'24"  N., 
longitude  90*14'00"  W.) ;  within  an  8- 
mile  radius  of  the  Twinkle  Town  Airport 
(latitude  34°55'45"  N.,  longitude  90*10'- 
05"  W.) ;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  siurface 
within  a  36-mile  radius  of  the  Memphis 
Metropolitan  Airport;  within  the  area 
NW  of  Memphis,  extending  beyond  the 
36-mile  radius  area  bounded  on  the  N  by 
V-140,  on  the  E  by  V-9W.  on  the  S  by 
V-54  and  on  the  W  by  V-69;  and  within 
the  area  SE  of  Memphis,  extending  be¬ 
yond  the  36-mile  radius  area  bounded 
on  the  N  by  the  N  boundary  of  V-176, 
on  the  E  by  longitude  89*20'00"  W.,  on 
the  S  by  latitude  34*09'30"  N.,  and  on 
the  W  by  V-9E. 

3.  The  Tupelo,  Miss.,  transition  area 
would  be  redesi^ated  as  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
the  Tupelo  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
34*15'30"  N.,  longitude  88*45'55"  W.) ; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Tupelo 
VOR  215*  radial,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the 
VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  an  18-mile  radius  of  the  Tupelo 
Municipal  Airport. 

The  proposed  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area  alterations  at  Memphis  are  re¬ 
quired  to  protect  prescribed  instrument 
approach  procedures  at  the  Memphis 
Metropolitan  Airport  and  the  Twinkle 
Town  Airport,  Walls,  Miss.  The  present¬ 
ly  designated  control  zone  extensions  be¬ 
yond  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  6  miles 
west  of  the  airport  and  to  the  existing 
VORTAC  are  to  be  revoked  as  they  will 
no  longer  be  required.  A  control  zone 
extension  is  proposed  beyond  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  6  miles  east  of  the  airport 
to  provide  protection  for  a  back-course 
ILS  approach  to  runway  27.  The  exist¬ 
ing  700-foot  transition  area  to  12  miles 
west  of  the  airport  is  to  be  reduced  to 
8  miles  west  of  the  airport  since  the  Jet 
penetration  procedures  to  the  Memphis 
Metropolitan  Airport  have  been  canceled. 
The  existing  700-foot  transition  area  ex¬ 
tension  beyond  the  7-mlle  radius  area 
to  14  miles  east  of  the  airport  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  extended  to  16  miles  east 
of  the  airport.  These  additional  2  miles 
are  required  for  the  protection  of  aircraft 
executing  a  straight-ln  approach  from 
the  intersection  of  the  nmway  9  ILS  lo¬ 
calizer  course  and  the  centerline  of  the 
realigned  V-16  airway. 

The  portion  of  the  Tupelo,  Miss., 
transition  area  extending  northwesterly 
beyond  the  18-mlle  radius  is  proposed 
to  be  revoked  since  the  realigned  airway 
configuration  will  incorporate  this  area 
within  controlled  airspace. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
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would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floors  of  the  transition  areas. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjxmcticm  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein,  but  operational  complexities 
would  not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft 
performance  characteristics  or  present 
landing  minimums  be  adversely  affected. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  to  min¬ 
imum  Instrument  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utili¬ 
zation  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southern  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Post  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Oa.,  30320. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  dupUcate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Post  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
30320.  All  communications  received 
within  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Any  data,  views  or  ar¬ 
guments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 
ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  con¬ 
sideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Southern  Regional  Office,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Room  724,  3400  Whip¬ 
ple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  April  28, 
1965. 

Paul  H.  Boatman, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-4802;  Fned.  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-29] 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

Proposed  Realignment,  Revocation, 
and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
realign  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  285  from 
Goshen,  Ind.,  direct  to  Kokomo,  Ind.,  and 
extend  it  from  Kokomo  direct  to  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.;  realign  and  extend  VOR 
Feder^  airway  No.  96  from  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind.,  direct  to  Kokomo,  direct  to  Indian¬ 
apolis;  revoke  VOR  Federal  airway  55 
west  alternate  from  Goshen  to  Fort 
Waime;  revoke  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
11  west  alternate  from  Indiuiapolis  to 
Fort  Wayne;  and  that  would  designate 


the  Kokomo  VOR  as  a  low  altitude  re¬ 
porting  point. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  64110.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  ccxnments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Att^tion:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  proposal  to  realign  V-285  between 
Kokomo  and  Goshen  would  reduce  the 
route  mileage  between  these  points.  Ex¬ 
tension  of  this  airway  to  Indianapolis 
would  simplify  air  traffic  control  phrase¬ 
ology  and  flight  planning  for  operations 
between  Indianapolis  and  Goshen.  The 
realignment  and  extension  of  V-96  would 
reduce  chart  clutter  in  the  vicinity  of 
Kokomo  and  permit  the  revocation  of 
V-11  west  alternate  between  Indianap¬ 
olis  and  Fort  Wayne.  V-55  west  alter¬ 
nate  between  Go^en  and  Fort  Wayne 
should  be  revoked  since  there  is  no  longer 
an  air  traffic  control  requirement  for  this 
segment.  Designation  of  the  Kokomo 
VOR  as  a  low  altitude  reporting  point 
would  provide  an  additional  means  for 
separating  aircraft  operating  along  the 
altered  segments  of  V-225  and  V-96. 

The  Fort  Wayne  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  is  bounded  in  part  by  V-11  west 
alternate  and  V-96.  However,  no  action 
would  be  required  on  this  description 
since  the  contnd  area  extension  will  be 
revoked  effective  May  27, 1965  (Airspace 
Docket  No.  64-CE-81,  30  FJt.  3350). 

The  Chicago  control  area  extension  is 
boimded  on  the  east  in  part  by  V-55  west 
alternate.  Action  would  be  taken  to  sub¬ 
stitute  altered  V-285  for  V-55  west  alter¬ 
nate  in  the  description  of  this  control 
area  extension. 

The  Indianapolis  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  is  boimded  on  the  east  by  V-11  in 
part  and  V-11  west  alternate.  Altered 
V-285  would  be  substituted  for  V-11  west 
alternate  in  the  description  of  this  con¬ 
trol  area  extension,  ^ference  to  V-11 
would  be  deleted  in  the  rule  since  this  is 
a  t3^graphical  error  and  should  have 
referred  to  V-11  west  alternate. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4803;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-SW-lO] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 
Proposed  Revocation  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71.  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
revoke  the  segment  of  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  63  between  Waco,  Tex.,  and 
Sulphur  Springs,  Tex.,  and  that  would 
extend  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  54  from 
Quitman,  Tex.,  via  the  Intersection  of 
the  Quitman  243*  and  the  Waco  037* 
True  radials,  to  Waco. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  In  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southwest  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  F^erid  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Post  Office  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.,  76101.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  AttenUon:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  Informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the' office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  airspace  actions,  as  proposed, 
would  provide  a  more  direct  airway  for 
aircraft  operating  between  the  Waco  and 
Texarkana,  Ark.,  terminal  areas. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Fedei^  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UJS.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4804;  Plied,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-KA-43] 

CONTROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION 
AREAS,  AND  CONTROL  AREA  EX¬ 
TENSIONS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation, 
and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
alter  the  control  zones  at  Portland, 
Maine,  Brunswick,  Maine,  and  Ports¬ 
mouth,  NJI.;  that  would  designate  tran¬ 
sition  areas  at  Portland,  Portsmouth, 
Brunswick,  and  Sanford,  Maine  (Port¬ 
land,  Maine,  terminal  area),  and  that 
would  revoke  the  Brunswick  and  Port¬ 
land  control  area  extensions. 
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As  parts  of  these  proposals  relate  to  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having  46'00"  N.,  longitude  70*37'00"  W„ 
the  navigable  airspace  outside  the  United  completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the  thence  to  latitude  42  *53 '00”  N.,  longitude 
States,  this  notice  Is  submitted  In  con-  terminal  airgjace  structure  requirements  71*05'00”  W.,  to  latitude  43*45'00”  N., 
sonant  with  the  ICAO  International  in  the  Portland,  Maine,  terminal  area,  longitude  71*09'00”  W..  to  latitude  44*- 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices,  including  studies  attendant  to  the  im-  OO'OO”  N.,  longitude  70*43'00”  W.,  to 
Applicability  of  International  Stand-  plementation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR  latitude  44*02'05”  N.,  longitude  70*37'- 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices,  by  the  Amendments  60-21/60-29,  proposes  the  30”  W.,  to  latitude  44*13'30''  N.,  longi- 
Air  Traffic  Service,  PAA,  In  areas  outside  airspace  actions  hereinafter  set  forth,  tude  70*11'30”  W„  to  latitude  44*12'00” 
domestic  airspace  of  the  United  States  1.  The  Portland,  Maine,  control  zone  N.,  longitude  70*10'00”  W„  to  latitude 
is  governed  by  Article  12  and  Annex  11  would  be  altered  to  read  as  that  airspace  44*05'00''  N„  longitude  70*23'00”  W.,  to 
to  the  Convention  on  International  Civil  within  a  S-mile  radius  of  Portland  Mu-  latitude  43*55'00”  N.,  longitude  70*28'- 
Avlatlon  (ICAO) ,  which  pertains  to  the  niclpal  Airport  (latitude  43*38'50''  N.,  00”  W.,  to  latitude  43“50'00”  N.,  longi- 
establlshment  of  air  navigation  facilities  lon^tude  70*18'30''  W.) ;  within  2  miles  tude  70*12'00”  W.,  to  latitude  44“03'00'' 
and  services  necessary  to  promoting  the  each  side  of  the  Portland  ILS  localizer  N.,  longitude  70*06'00”  W.,  to  latitude 
safe,  orderly  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  west  course,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  44*09'00”  N.,  longitude  69*57'00''  W., 
air  traffic.  Its  purpose  Is  to  insure  that  radius  zone  to  the  ILS  outer  marker;  ex-  thence  coimterclockwise  via  the  arc  of  a 
civil  flying  on  International  air  routes  is  eluding  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile  14-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions  radius  of  Oak  Knoll  Airport,  Scarboro,  Augusta,  Maine,  VOR  to  latitude  44*09'- 
deslgned  to  improve  the  safety  and  ef-  Maine  (latitude  43*35'21”  N.,  longitude  00”  N.,  longitude  69*39'00”  W.,  thence 
flclency  of  air  operations.  70*22'03”  W.) .  to  the  point  of  beginning,  excluding  re- 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec-  2.  The  Portsmouth,  N.H.,  control  zone  stricted  area  Rr^901  and  the  caution  area 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply  would  be  altered  to  read  as  that  airspace  C-516. 

in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the  within  a  S-mile  radius  of  Pekse  APB,  5.  The  Sanford,  Maine,  transition  area 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de-  Portsmouth,  NJI.  (latitude  43*04'40”  N.,  would  be  designated  as  that  airspace  ex- 
rlved  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv-  longitude  70*49'25''  W.) ;  within  2  miles  tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a  each  side  of  the  extended  centerline  of  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius  of  Sanford 
contracting  state  accepts  the  respon-  Runway  34,  extending  from  the  5-mile  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  43  *23 '30”  N., 
sibility  of  providing  air  traffic  services  radius  zone  to  9  miles  northwest  of  the  longitude  70*42'35''  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
over  high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undeter-  lift-oif  end  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Kennebimk,  Maine,  VOR 
mined  sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  each  side  of  the  extended  centerline  of  064*  True  radial,  extending  from  the 
accepting  such  rei^nsibility  may  apply  Runway  16,  extending  from  the  5-mile  7-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  northeast 
the  International  Standards  and  Rec-  radius  zone  to  8  miles  southeast  of  the  of  the  VOR. 

ommended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  lift-off  end  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles  6.  The  Portsmouth,  N.H.,  transition 

a  manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  each  side  of  the  Pease  APB  TACAN  142*  area  woidd  be  designated  as  that  airspace 
for  airspace  under  its  domestic  Jurisdic-  True  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 

tion.  radius  zone  to  8  miles  southeast  of  the  the  surface  within  an  11-mile  radius  of 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the  TACAN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Pease  APB;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia-  Pease  APB  TACAN  332*  True  radial,  ex-  the  extended  centerline  of  Runway  34, 
tion,  C^hicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are  tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  extending  from  the  11-mile  radius  area 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  8  miles  northwest  of  the  TACAN.  to  13  miles  northwest  of  the  lift-off  end 

11  and  its  Standards  and  Recommended  3.  The  Bnmswlck,  Maine,  control  zone  of  the  runway;  within  2  miles  each  side 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the  would  be  altered  to  read  as  that  airspace  of  the  extended  centerline  of  Rimway  16, 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  NAS  Brunswick  extending  from  the  11-mlle  radius  area 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  inter-  (latitude  43*53'35''  N.,  longitude  69*56'-  to  13  miles  southeast  of  the  lift-off  end 
national  airspace  with  due  regard  for  20”  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  of  the  runway,  excluding  R-4901. 
the  safety  of  civil  aircraft.  Navy  Brunswick  VOR  166*  True  radial,  7.  The  Brunswick,  Maine,  transition 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  area  would  be  designated  as  that  airspace 
designation  of  navigable  air^ace  out-  to  8  miles  south  of  the  VOR;  within  2  extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
side  the  United  States,  the  Administrator  miles  each  side  of  the  166®  True  bearing  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius  of 
has  consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  Navy  Brunswick  radio  beacon.  NAS  Brunswick;  within  2  miles  each  side 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accord-  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  of  the  Navy  Brunswick  VOR  166*  True 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive  to  8  miles  south  of  the  radio  beacon;  radial,  extending  from  the  9-mlle  radius 
Order  10854.  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Navy  area  to  12  miles  south  of  the  VOR;  wlth- 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in  Brunswick  radio  range  north  course,  in  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Navy  Bruns- 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  wick  radio  range  south  coinse,  extending 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  the  radio  range;  within  2  miles  each  side  from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  12  miles 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications  of  the  Navy  Brunswick  TACAN  008*  True  south  of  the  radio  range, 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num-  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  8.  'The  Brunswick,  Maine,  and  Port- 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  zone  to  8  miles  north  of  the  TACAN ;  land,  Maine,  control  area  extensions 
Director,  Eastern  Region,  Attention:  excluding  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile  would  be  revoked. 

Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia-  radius  of  Topsham  Airport;  Topsham,  The  proposed  control  zones,  with  their 
tion  Agency.  Federal  Building,  John  P.  Maine  (latitude  43*56'55''  N.,  longitude  pertinent  extensions,  are  necessary  to 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica,  69*59'50”  W.) ,  provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 

N.Y.,  11430.  All  communications  re-  4.  The  Portland,  Maine,  transition  area  approach,  departme,  and  missed  ap- 
ceived  within  45  days  after  publication  of  would  be  designated  as  that  airspace  proach  procedmes  at  the  reg?ective  air- 
this  notice  in  the  Fidcral  Register  will  extending  upward  from  700  feet  above  ports.  The  proposed  transition  areas 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius  of  and  their  extensions  are  necessary  to 
the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro-  Portland  Municipal  Airport;  and  within  provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Portland  ILS  approach,  departure,  and  missed  ap- 
changed  in  the  light  of  conunents  localizer  west  course,  extending  from  the  proach  procedures,  holding  patterns,  and 
received.  7-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  west  of  the  maneuvers  in  accordance  with  radar 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for  UJ3  outer  marker;  and  that  airspace  vectoring.  Appropriate  transition  routes 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  also  would  be  protected. 

Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the  U'c  surface  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  The  proposed  transition  areas  would  be 
General  Counsel,  Attention;  Rules  latitude  43*59'00”  N.,  longitude  69*-  contained,  in  part,  within  the  Boston, 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  16'00''  W.,  thence  to  latitude  43®50'00''  Brunswick,  and  Portland  control  area 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal  N**  longitude  69*18'00''  W.,  to  latitude  extensions.  The  Boston  control  area 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina-  43“44'00''  N.,  longitude  69*19'42”  W.,  extension  will  be  proposed  for  revexjation 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  thence  southwest  via  the  west  boundary  at  a  later  date  as  a  part  of  the  CAR 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  of  Warning  Area  W-1 03  to  latitude  42*-  Amendments  60-21/60-29  implementa- 
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tion  program  for  adjacent  terminal 
areas.  ' 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjimction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein,  but  operational  complexities 
would  not  be  increased  nor  would  air¬ 
craft  performance  characteristics  or 
present  holding  minimums  be  affected 
adversely. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimmn  instrument  fiight 
rules  altitudes  that  would  be  required 
may  be  examined  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Branch,  Air 
Trafllc  Division,  Eastern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  John  P.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  Federal  Building, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.,  11430. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  and  1110 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UJ5.C.  1348,  1510) ,  and  Executive  Order 
10854  (24  P.R.  9565) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
30,  1965. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65^51;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


I  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CF-54] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Reed  Cfity,  Mich.,  terminal  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structural  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Reed  City.  Mich.,  terminal 
area,  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action: 

Designate  the  Reed  City.  Mich.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Miller  Field, 
Reed  City,  Mich,  (latitude  43‘’53'30"  N., 
longitude  83'31'00"  W.)  and  within  5 
miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  345°  bearing 
from  Miller  Field,  extending  from  Miller 
Field  to  17  miles  N  of  the  airport. 

The  proposed  transition  area  is  being 
developed  for  the  protection  of  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure.  The  proposed  transition 
area  would  provide  controlled  airspace 
protection  for  aircraft  departing  from 
Miller  Field,  Reed  City,  Mich.,  during 
their  climb  from  700  to  1,200  feet  and 
would  also  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  the  proposed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  during  descent  to  700 
feet  above  the  surface.  The  proposed 
transition  area  would  also  encompass  the 
Reed  City  holding  pattern. 

The  fioors  of  the  airways  that  would 
traverse  the  transition  area  proposed 
herein  would  automatically  coincide  with 
the  fioors  of  the  transition  area. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  that  would  be  required  may  be 


examined  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Cen¬ 
tral  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110.  All  communications  received 
within  45  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  >of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  April 
27, 1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-4862;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.) 


[  14  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-7J 

RESTRICTED  AREA/MILITARY  CLIMB 

CORRIDOR  AND  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  a  restricted  area/mili¬ 
tary  climb  corridor  at  Homestead  AFB, 
Fla. 

As  parts  of  these  proposals  relate  to 
the  navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices,  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  outside 
domestic  airspace  of  the  U.S.  is  governed 
by  Article  12  and  Annex  11  to  the  Con¬ 
vention  on  International  Civil  Aviation 
(ICAO) ,  which  pertains  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  air  navigation  facilities  and 
services  necessary  to  promoting  the  safe, 
orderly  and  expeditious  fiow  of  civil  air 
traffic.  Its  purpose  is  to  insure  that  civil 
fiying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  air  operations. 


The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  Annex  11 
apply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting 
state,  derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air 
traffic  services  are  provided  and  also 
whenever  a  contracting  state  accepts 
the  responsibility  of  providing  air  traffic 
services  over  high  seas  or  in  airspace  of 
undetermined  sovereignty.  A  con¬ 
tracting  state  accepting  such  responsi¬ 
bility  may  apply  the  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices 
to  civil  aircraft  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  that  adopted  for  airspace  under  its 
domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex 
11  and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
UjS.  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  its  state 
aircraft  will  be  operated  in  international 
airspace  with  due  regard  for  the  safety 
of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  consulted  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  10854. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  argiunents 
as  they  may  desire.  Communication.s 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Southern  Region,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Post  Office  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Oa.,  30320.  All  conununications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  .Office  of  the 
General  Counsel.  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  An  informal  docket 
also  will  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division  Chief. 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
submitted  a  request  for  the  designation 
of  a  restricted  area/military  climb  cor¬ 
ridor  at  Homestead  AFB.  The  primary' 
puipose  of  the  climb  corridor  would  be 
to  ensure,  to  the  maximum  extent  prac¬ 
ticable.  segregation  of  Air  Defense  Com¬ 
mand  mission  aircraft  during  maximum 
performance  climb-out  from  VPR  traffic 
not  in  contact  with  the  controlling 
facility. 

The  proposed  corridor  is  not  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  policy  regarding  estab¬ 
lishment  of  restricted  area/military 
climb  corridors  as  it  is  set  forth  in  FAA 
Order  AT  7510.18  dated  July  12.  1962. 
The  difference  is  that  the  entrance  to  the 
corridor  from  the  end  of  the  scramble 
nmway  would  be  approximately  3V2 
miles  and  the  corridor  alignment  would 
exceed  25”  from  the  scramble  runway. 
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However,  the  proposed  location  and 
alignment  of  the  corridor  are  the  most 
acceptable  in  the  air  traffic  control  en¬ 
vironment.  Neither  the  FAA  nor  the 
Air  Force  object  to  these  deviations.  In 
action,  the  Air  Force  has  agreed  that 
ATC  may  restrict,  vector  or  clear 
scrambling  interceptor  aircraft  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  safety  or  efficient  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  service  even  though  such  restriction, 
vector,  or  clearance  may  take  the  in¬ 
terceptor  out  of  the  climb  corridor. 

The  Joint  use  restricted  area  would 
coincide  with  a  portion  of  the  Home¬ 
stead,  Fla.  (Homestead  AFB),  control 
zone  and  control  1232  and  1408.  The 
controlling  agency  would  authorize  other 
air  traffic  to  transit  the  area  when 
not  in  use  by  air  defense  missions. 

If  action  is  taken  to  designate  this 
area,  it  would  be  described  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

The  Homestead,  Fla.  (Homestead 
AFB),  restricted  area/mllltary  climb 
corridor  would  be  described  as  follows: 


Boundaries:  The  area  centered  on  a  bear¬ 
ing  of  176*  True  (176*  Magnetic),  extending 
from  an  "entrance  point"  at  35*26'06"  N., 
80*25'11"  W.  to  30  nautical  miles  south  of 
the  entrance  point,  having  a  width  of  2  nau¬ 
tical  mUes  at  the  entrance  point,  and  expand¬ 
ing  uniformly  to  a  wdith  of  6  nautical  mUes 
at  the  outer  extremity.  That  portion  which 
would  be  outside  the  3  nautical  mile  conti¬ 
nental  limit  would  be  excluded. 

Altitudes:  2,000  feet  to  240  from  en¬ 
trance  to  6  njn.l.  south  of  entrance.  5,000 
feet  m.8.1.  to  FL  240  from  6  to  10  njn.l.  south 
of  entrance.  9,000  feet  maJ.  to  FL  240  from 
10  to  15  njn.l.  south  of  entrance.  14,000 
feet  ma.l.  to  FL  240  from  15  to  24  njnJ. 
south  of  entrance.  FL  190  to  FL  240  from 
24  to  30  n.m.l.  south  of  entrance. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy,  Miami,  Fla.,  approach  control  tower. 

Using  agency:  810th  Fighter  Interceptor 
Squadron,  Homestead  AFB,  Fla. 

That  portion  overlying  international 
waters  which  would  be  excluded,  would 
be  established  as  a  warning  area  by  means 


of  concurrent  nonrulemaking  action. 
The  time  of  use,  controlling  agency,  and 
using  agency,  for  the  warning  area  would 
be  the  same  as  the  proposed  restricted 
area.  The  altitudes  described  for  the  re¬ 
stricted  area  which  would  be  excluded 
beyond  the  3 -mile  limit,  would  serve  as 
the  warning  area  altitudes.  The  warning 
area  would  coincide  with  control  1232, 
control  1408,  and  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  35. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  imder 
section  307(a)  and  1110  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C.  1348, 
1510),  and  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
FH.  9565) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29. 1965. 

Daioel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-4805;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.J 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
COLORADO 

Change  of  Location  and  Temporary 
Closing 

May  3, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Land 
OfBce,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  in 
Denver,  Colo.,  will  be  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  Wednesday,  May  12,  through  Tues¬ 
day,  May  18,  1965,  to  facilitate  moving 
to  the  new  location:  Room  15019,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  The  new  mailing  address  of  the 
Land  Office,  effective  May  17,  1965,  will 
be  Room  15019,  Federal  Building,  1961 
Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colo.,  80202. 

In  accordance  with  Title  43,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Secs.  1821.2-1-2-3, 
applications,  pasmaents,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  received  for  filing  in  the  normal 
course  of  business  from  May  12  through 
May  18,  1965,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  filed 
as  of  10  a.m.,  May  19,  1965,  and  those 
required  by  the  regulations  to  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  12  through  May  18, 
1965,  will  be  timely  filed  if  received  in 
the  Land  Office  in  its  new  location  up 
to  3  p.m.  on  May  19, 1965. 

The  list  of  lands  available  for  further 
leasing  for  oil  and  gas  in  accordance 
with  43  CFR  3123.9  will  not  be  posted  on 
the  required  date  of  May  17,  1965. 
Lands  which  normally  would  have  been 
posted  on  that  date  will  be  included  with 
the  June  list  which  will  be  posted  on 
June  21, 1965. 

W.F.Meek,  ^ 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4817;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


(BLM  080781;  Survey  Group  74] 

WISCONSIN 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 

April  30, 1965. 

The  plat  of  survey  of  an  island  in  Wolf 
River,  described  below,  was  accepted  on 
March  5,  1965.  The  plat  will  be  offi¬ 
cially  filed  in  this  office  at  10  a.m.,  on 
June  1, 1965. 

POTTBTH  Principal  Meridian,  Ovtagauie 
County,  Wis. 

T.  23  N.,  R.  16  E.. 

Sec.  8,  lot  8, 3.11  acres. 

Sec.  17,  lot  7,  13.74  acres,  containing  an 
aggregate  of  16.85  acres. 

The  character  of  the  island,  and  its 
timber  and  imdergrowth,  show  that  the 
island  existed  on  May  29,  1848,  the  date 
Wisconsin  was  admitted  into  the  Union, 
and  at  all  later  dates.  The  island  is 
therefore  public  land. 
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The  island  is  more  than  50  percent 
upland  in  character  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Swamp  Land  Acts. 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
island  will  be  open  only  to: 

1.  Selection  rights  of  the  State  of 
Wisconsin. 

2.  Applications  imder  the  Recreation 
and  Public  Purposes  Act  of  June  14,  1926 
(44  Stat.  741),  as  amended,  by  qualified 
applicants  (individuals  excluded). 

The  island  will  not  be  open  to  any 
other  kind  of  application  under  the  pub¬ 
lic  land  laws,  including  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  and  mining  laws,  until  a  further 
order  is  issued. 

Doris  A.  Koivula, 
Manager,  Land  Office. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-4818:  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.in.] 


Geological  Survey 

[Idaho  No.  16  [ 

IDAHO 

Phosphate  and  Nonphosphate  Land 
Classification  Order 

Pursuant  to  authority  under  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1879  (20  Stat.  394;  43  UJS.C. 
31),  and  as  delegated  to  me  by  Depart¬ 
mental  Order  2563  of  May  2,  1950,  under 
authority  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3 
of  1950  (64  Stat.  1262) ,  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands,  insofar  as  title  thereto  re¬ 
mains  in  the  United  States,  are  hereby 
classified  as  shown: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 

PHOSPHATE  LANDS 

T.  4  N.,  R.  43  E.. 

Sec.2,  W%SWV4: 

Sec.  3,  lots  2, 3.  and  4,  SiANy,.  Sl^; 

Sec.  10,NViNE(4; 

Sec.  11,  WViNEi4,  SEV4NBV4,  NWi4,  SE>4: 
Sec.  12.WV4SWV4: 

Sec.  13,NV^,N^SEl^; 

Sec.  14,  NV4NB^,  SE>4NEiA; 

Sec.  19,  lots  13  and  14; 

Sec.  28.  SWV4NWV4.  NW>ASWV4: 

Sec.  29,  W>ANBi4,  SEViNBV4.  NWV4. 
N^SWV4.  SW>^SWl^.  NV^SE^,  SE% 
SE%; 

Sec.  30,  lots  3  to  6,  Inclusive,  and  lots  11 
to  14,  Inclusive,  E^; 


Sec.  31,  lots  3  to  5,  Inclusive,  N■>y4NB>^, 

sw»/4NEy4.wi4SBy4: 

Sec.  32,  mV,  SW  ^ ,  SE  % ; 

Sec.33,SV4: 

Sec.  34,81^; 

Sec.  35.  NW^SW^,  S^SW^. 

NONPHOSPHATE  LANDS 
T  4  N  R  43  E 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  S*/^NV^,  E>,^ 
SWV4,SE%; 

Sec.  3,  lot  1; 

Secs.  4  to  9,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  10.S>^NE^,  WV4.SE^; 

Sec.  11,NEV4NEV4.8W^; 

Sec.  12.N^.EViSW%.SEV4; 

Sec.  13,  SW%;  SV^SEV4: 

Sec.  14.SWV4NEV4,W^.SE%: 

Secs.  15  to  18,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1  to  12,  Inclusive,  and  lots 
15  and  16,  E^; 

Secs.  20  to  27,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  28,  EV4.  E^NW^,  NWV4NWV4.  SWi/4 
sw%,EV4SWV4: 

Sec.  29,  NE^NEVi,  SE^SWV4.  SWV4SEV4: 
Sec.  30.  lots  1, 2.  7, 8.  9, 10, 15,  and  16; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  and  2,  and  lots  6  to  16. 
Inclusive,  NW%NEV4,  SE^^NE^4.  EVj 
SEV4: 

Sec.  32.  N^.  W14SWV4; 

Sec.  33.  N^: 

Sec.  34.  NVii: 

Sec.  35.  NiA,  NEV4SWV4.  SEV4: 

Sec.  36. 

The  total  area  of  lands  classified  as 
phosphate  lands  by  this  action  aggre¬ 
gates  4,264  acres,  more  or  less,  and  the 
area  classified  as  nonphosphate  lands 
aggregates  19,575  acres,  more  or  less. 

R.  H.  Lyddan, 
Acting  Director. 

April  29, 1965. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4812;  Filed.  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  ajn.[ 


National  Park  Service 

MAMMOTH  CAVE  NATIONAL  PARK, 
KY. 

Jurisdiction  Over  Certain  Lands 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective  as 
of  the  first  day  of  May  1965,  at  12  m.. 
m.s.t.,  the  United  States  accepted  ex¬ 
clusive  Jurisdiction  over  those  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  and  acquired  for  Mammoth 
Cave  National  Park,  Ky..  in  the  following 
deeds: 


NPS 

deed 

Orantor 

Acres 

Date  of 
deed 

260 

Peter  B.  Muir,  Special  Commissioner . 

aeo 

8-28-43 

262 

Peter  B.  Muir,  Special  Commissioner  (road 
and  highway  rights). 

6-18-48 

263 

Lucy  B.  James . . . 

103.82 

1-21-48 

264 

Kentucky  National  Park  Commission _ 

110.46 

7-30-48 

266 

Lucy  Edwards  Cox  and  W.  P.  Cox,  wile  and 
husband;  and  Harry  E.  Bush  and  Ann 
Weber  Bush,  husband  and  wife. 

342.04 
(fee  simple) 
128.83 
(cave 
rights) 
288.00 

8-16-61 

267 

Carrie  B.  Thomas;  Mary  Chaney;  and 
Ruth  Thomas  Pobl,  wife  and  husbud. 

11-20-410 

Recorded 


County 


Deed 

book 


Page 


Edmonson 

_ do _ 

Hart..: _ 

Barren.... 

Edmonson 

. do _ 

_ do _ 


- do.. 


348 

804-«)7 

«23-f.27 

4'.’7 

416 

m 

11 


Friday,  May  7,  1965 
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This  acceptance  of  legislative  jurisdic¬ 
tion  was  subject  to  those  reservations 
contained  in  the  Act  of  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  ap¬ 
proved  March  22,  1930  (Acts  of  1930, 
Ch.  132,  page  405) .  This  acceptance  was 
effected  by  notifying  the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Kentucky  by  a  letter  dated 
April  7,  1965,  signed  by  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Stewart  L.  Udall.  This  letter 
reads  as  follows: 

Notice  Is  hereby  given.  In  accordance  with 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  1, 
194o  (54  Stat.  19;  40  UA.C.  sec.  255),  and 
with  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  5, 
1942  (  56  Stat.  317) ,  and  by  virtue  of  authority 
contained  In  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
May  25. 1926  (44  Stat.  635),  which  authorized 
the  establishment  of  Mammoth  Cave  Na¬ 
tional  Park,  that  effective  as  of  the  first  day 
of  May  1965,  at  12  m..  Mountain  Standard 
Time,  the  United  States  accepts  the  cession 
of  legislative  Jurisdiction  made  by  the  Act 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  approved  March  22,  1930  (Acts  of 
1930,  chapter  132,  page  405),  over  all  the 
lands  shown  on  “Exhibit  A"  hereof  subject 
to  the  reservations  set  out  in  the  aforesaid 
Act  of  the  General  Assembly. 

This  acceptance  of  legislative  and  police 
Jurisdiction  supplements  that  made  In  a  let¬ 
ter  dated  April  10.  1944,  to  former  Governor 
Willis.  This  acceptance  of  the  cession  of 
legislative  and  police  Jurisdiction  and  that 
made  In  our  earlier  letter  encompass  all  of 
the  federally  owned  lands  within  Mammoth 
Cave  National  Park.  A  copy  of  our  earlier 
letter  is  enclosed  for  your  convenient 
reference. 

It  is  requested  that  you  endorse  the  en¬ 
closed  duplicate  original  of  this  notice  of 
acceptance,  indicating  the  date  and  time  of 
Its  receipt,  and  retiun  It  to  this  Department. 
For  this  purpose  there  Is  enclosed  for  your 
convenience  a  self-addressed  envelope. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington,  D.C., 
this  30th  day  of  April  1965. 

Jackson  E.  Pkice, 
Acting  Director. 

National  Park  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-4814;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 
DELTA  STEAMSHIP  LINES.  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Delta 
Steamship  lines,  Inc.,  has  applied  for  an 
Increase  of  sailings  on  Its  subsidized 
freight  service  on  Trade  Route  No.  14  be¬ 
tween  United  States  ports  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  ports  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  from  a  minimum  of  18  and  a  max¬ 
imum  of  24  to  a  minimum  of  24  and  a 
maximum  of  36  sailings  annually. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  in  such  application  and  de¬ 
siring  a  hearing  under  section  605(c)  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  46  UJ8.C.  1175  should,  by  the 
close  of  business  on  May  19,  1965,  notify 
the  Secretary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
in  writing  in  triplicate,  and  file  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  of  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board. 

In  the  event  a  hearing  is  ordered  to  be 
held  on  the  application  under  section 


605(c),  the  purpose  thereof  will  be  to 
receive  evidence  relevant  to  (1)  whether 
the  application  is  one  with  respect  to  a 
vessel  to  be  operated ‘on  a  service,  route 
or  line  served  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States  which  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
existing  service,  or  services,  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  service  already  provided  by 
vessels  of  U.S.  registry  in  such  service, 
route  or  line  is  inadequate,  and  (2) 
whether  in  accomplishment  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  policy  of  the  act  additional  ves¬ 
sels  should  be  operated  thereon. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  Intervene  Is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board  determines  that  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  filed  within  the 
specified  time  do  not  demonstrate  suffi¬ 
cient  interest  to  warrant  a  hearing,  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  will  take  such 
action  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

Dated:  May  3,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

JP.R.  Doc.  65-4823;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  50-203] 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 
Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  has  Issued,  effective  as 
of  the  date  of  Issuance,  Amendment  No. 
3,  set  forth  below,  to  facility  license  No. 
CX-20.  The  license  authorizes  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Co.  (the  licensee)  to  operate 
its  Mixed  Spectrum  Critical  Assembly  lo¬ 
cated  in  Building  105  of  General  Eilec- 
tric’s  Vallecitos  Atomic  Laboratory  lo¬ 
cated  in  Alameda  County,  Calif.  The 
amendment,  in  accordance  with  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  license  amendment  dated 
March  19,  1965,  authorizes  the  licensee 
to  receive,  possess  and  use  6,000  kilo¬ 
grams  of  source  material  in  connection 
with  operation  of  the  Mixed  Spectrum 
Critical  Assembly.  The  materi^  is  al¬ 
ready  in  use  at  the  reactor  and  this 
amendment  is  necessitated  solely  by  a 
change  in  Commission  regulations  which 
eliminated  an  exemption  from  licensing 
previously  applicable  to  the  material. 

The  Commission  has  found  that: 

1.  The  application  for  amendment 
complies  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  set 
forth  in  10  CPR  Ch.  I; 

2.  Prior  public  notice  of  proposed  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amendment  Is  not  re¬ 
quired  since  the  amendment  does  not 
involve  significant  hazards  considera¬ 
tions  different  from  those  previously 
evaluated; 

3.  The  issuance  of  this  amendment  will 
not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense 
and  security  or  to  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  public. 

Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Register,  the  licensee  may  file  a 
request  for  a  hearing,  and  any  person 
whose  Interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  Intervene.  A  request  for  a  hearing 
and  petitions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  10  CFR 
Part  2.  If  a  request  for  a  hearing  or  a 
petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  Is  filed 
~within  the  time  prescribed  in  this  notice, 
the  Commission  will  issue  a  notice  of 
hearing  or  an  appropriate  order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
amendment,  see  the  application  for  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  a  copy  of  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  29th  day 
of  AprU  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Roger  S.  Botd, 

Chief,  Research  and  Power  Re¬ 
actor  Safety  Branch,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

PACitJTT  License  Amendment 
[License  No.  CX-30,  Arndt.  3] 

1.  License  No.  CX-20  which  authorizes  the 
General  Electric  Co.  to  operate  its  Mixed 
Spectrum  Critical  Assembly  located  In  Build¬ 
ing  105  ot  the  Vallecitos  Atomic  Laboratory 
In  Alameda  County,  Calif.,  Is  hereby 
amended.  In  accordance  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  license  amendment  dated  March  19, 
1965,  to  add  a  new  paragraph  3.D.  to  read 
as  follows: 

3.D.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10, 
CPR,  Chapter  I,  Part  40,  “Licensing  of 
Source  Material,”  to  receive,  possess  and  iise 
6,000  kilograms  of  source  material  In  con¬ 
nection  with  operation  of  the  Mixed  Spec¬ 
trum  Critical  Assembly. 

2.  This  amendment  Is  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  issuance. 

Date  of  Issuance :  April  29, 1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Roger  S.  Botd, 

Chief,  Research  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4792;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 

[Docket  No.  50-208] 

TRUSTEES  OF  COLUMBIA  UNIVERSITY 
IN  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Completion 
Date 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  Issued  an  order 
extending  to  November  1, 1966,  the  latest 
completion  date  specifi^  in  construc¬ 
tion  permit  No.  CPRR-78  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  TRIGA  Mark  IE  type  nuclear 
reactor  being  constructed  on  the  uni¬ 
versity’s  campus  at  Momlngside  Heights, 
Manhattan,  New  York.  N.Y. 

Copies  of  the  order  and  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  by  the  trustees  of  Columbia  Uni¬ 
versity  in  the  city  of  New  York  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
B  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
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Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  29th  day 
of  April  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

R.  L.  Doan, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

|P.R.  Doc.  65-4793;  PUed,  May  6.  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  50-234] 

GENERAL  DYNAMICS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of 
Facility  License 

,  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  unless  a 
request  for  a  hearing  is  filed  with  the 
UJ5.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (“the 
Commission”)  by  the  General  Dynamic 
Corp.  (“the  licensee”),  or  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  filed  by  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected,  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  “Rules  of  Practice,”  10  CFR 
Part  2  within  15  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
the  Commission  proposes  to  issue  a  fa¬ 
cility  license  substantially  in  the  form 
set  forth  below.  The  proposed  license 
would  authorize  the  licensee  to  possess 
and  operate  the  Tungsten  Nuclear  Rock¬ 
et  Critical  Facility  at  a  maximum  steady 
state  power  level  of  200  watts  (thermal) 
at  the  Corporation’s  site  at  Torrey  Pines 
Mesa  in  San  Diego,  Calif.  This  facility 
was  previously  constructed  and  operated 
by  the  General  Atomic  Division  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Dynamics  Corp.  under  contract  with 
the  Commission  for  conduct  of  the  Ex¬ 
perimental  Beryllium  Oxide  Reactor 
(EBOR)  critical  experiments  and  was 
exempt  from  AEC  licensing  requirements. 

The  Commission  has  found  that; 

1.  The  application  complies  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  set  forth  in  Title  10, 
Chapter  I,  CFR; 

2.  There  is  reasonable  assurance  that 
(i)  the  activities  authorized  by  this  li¬ 
cense  can  be  conducted  at  the  designated 
location  without  endangering  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public,  and  (ii)  such 
activities  will  be  conducted  in  compliance 
with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission; 

3.  The  licensee  is  technically  and 
financially  qualified  to  engage  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  activities  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations; 

4.  The  issuance  of  this  license  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  license,  see  (1)  the  license 
application  dated  December  8,  1964,  and 
supplements  thereto  dated  February  18, 
1965,  February  24,  1965,  March  11,  1965, 
and  April  14,  1965,  (2)  a  related  safety 
evaluation  prepared  by  the  Research  and 
Power  Reactor  Safety  Branch  of  the 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing  and  (3)  the 
Technical  Specifications  referred  to  as 
Appendix  A  to  the  proposed  facility  li¬ 
cense,  all  of  which  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 


Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  A  copy  of  item  (2) 
above  may  be  obtained  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  or  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washii^ton,  D.C.,  20545, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  5th  day 
of  May  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Roger  S.  Boyd, 

Chief.  Research  and  Power  Re¬ 
actor  Safety  Branch.  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Proposed  Pacilitt  License 

1.  This  license  applies  to  the  Tungsten 
Nuclear  Rocket  Critical  Facility  (hereinafter 
“the  facility”)  which  Is  owned  by  General 
Dynamics  Corp.  (hereinafter  "the  licensee”), 
located  at  the  licensee’s  site  at  Torrey  Pines 
Mesa  in  San  Diego,  Calif,  and  described  in 
the  application  dated  December  8,  1964,  and 
supplements  thereto  dated  February  18.  1966, 
February  24,  1965,  March  11,  1965,  and  April 
14. 1965  (hereinafter  “the  application”) .  The 
facility  was  previously  constructed  and  oper¬ 
ated  by  the  General  Atomic  Division  of 
General  Dynamics  Corp.  under  contract  with 
the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (herein¬ 
after  “the  Commission”)  for  conduct  of  the 
Experimental  Beryllium  Oxide  Reactor 
(EBOR)  critical  experiments  and  was  exempt 
from  AEC  licensing  requirements. 

2.  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  require¬ 
ments  Incorporated  herein,  the  Commission 
hereby  licenses  General  Dynamics  Corp.: 

A.  Pursuant  to  section  104c  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (hereinafter 
“the  Act”)  and  Title  10.  CFR,  Chapter  I, 
Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Production  and  Utili¬ 
zation  Faculties”  to  possess,  use  and  operate 
the  facility  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
and  limitations  described  in  the  application; 

B.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  I,  Part  70,  "Special  Nuclear  Material” 
to  receive,  possess  and  use  up.  to  250  kilo¬ 
grams  of  contained  uranium-235  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  operation  of  the  facility;  and 

C.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  I,  Part  30,  “Licensing  of  Byproduct 
Material,”  to  possess,  but  not  to  separate, 
such  byproduct  material  as  may  be  produced 
by  operation  of  the  facility. 

3.  This  license  shall  be  deemed  to  contain 
and  be  subject  to  the  conditions  specified 
in  i  50.54  of  Part  50,  §  70.32  of  Part  70, 
and  $  30.32  of  Part  30  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  and  to  be  subject  to  all  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  Act  and  rules, 
regulations  and  orders  of  the  Commission 
now  or  hereafter  in  effect;  and  is  subject  to 
the  additional  conditions  specified  below: 

A.  Maximum  power  level.  The  licensee 
shall  not  operate  the  facility  at  steady  state 
power  levels  in  excess  of  200  watts  (thermal) . 

B.  Technical  specifications.  The  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  contained  In  Appendix  A 
to  this  license  (hereinafter  the  “Technical 
Specifications”)  are  hereby  incorporated  in 
this  license.  The  licensee  shall  operate  the 
faculty  only  In  accordance  with  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications.  No  changes  shall  be  made 
in  the  Technical  Specifications  unless  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission  as  provided  in 
10  CTR  50.69. 

C.  Authorization  of  changes,  tests,  and 
experiments.  ’The  licensee  may  (1)  make 
changes  in  the  faculty  as  describe  in  the 
hazards  summary  report,  (2)  make  changes 
In  the  procedures  as  described  In  the  haz¬ 
ards  summary  report,  and  (3)  conduct  testa 
or  experiments  not  described  In  the  hazards 
stunmary  report  only  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  1 60.59  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 


D.  Reports.  In  addition  to  reports  other¬ 
wise  required  under  this  license  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations : 

(1)  The  licensee  shall  make  an  immed¬ 
iate  report  In  writing  to  the  Commission  of 
any  Indication  or  occurrence  of  a  possible 
unsafe  condition  relating  to  the  operation 
of  the  faculty  Including,  without  Implied 
limitation,  any  possible  luisafe  condition 
arising  out  of : 

a.  Any  substantial  variance  disclosed  by 
operation  of  the  facility  from  the  perform¬ 
ance  specifications  set  forth  In  the  hazards 
summary  report,  and 

b.  Any  accidental  release  of  radioactivity, 
whether  or  not  resulting  In  property  damage 
or  personal  Injury  or  exposure  above  per¬ 
missible  limits. 

(2)  The  licensee  shall  report  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  In  writing  significant  changes  In 
accident  analyses,  as  described  In  the  haz¬ 
ards  summary  report. 

E.  Records.  In  addition  to  those  other¬ 
wise  required  under  this  license  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations,  the  licensee  shall  keep  the 
following  records: 

(1)  Facility  operating  records.  Including 
power  levels. 

(2)  Records  of  In-plle  Irradiations. 

(3)  Records  showing  radioactivity  released 
or  discharged  Into  the  air  or  water  beyond 
the  effective  control  of  the  licensee  as  meas¬ 
ured  at  the  point  of  such  release  or  discharge 

(4)  Records  of  emergency  facility  scrams. 
Including  reasons  for  emergency  shutdowns 

4.  Pursuant  to  {  50.60  of  the  regulations  in 
Title  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR.  Part  60,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  allocated  250  kUograms  of  con¬ 
tained  uranium-235  to  General  Dynamics 
Corp.  for  use  in  connection  with  operation 
of  the  facility. 

5.  This  license  Is  effective  as  of  the  date  of 

issuance  and  shall  expire  at  midnight, - , 

1970. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Date  of  Issuance: 

Roger  8.  Botd, 

Chief,  Research  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-4881;  Filed,  May  6.  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  16129;  Order  E-22128] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  of  Investigation  Regarding 
Proposed  Group  Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  4th  day  of  May  1965. 

Group  fares  iB-oposed  by  Eastern  Air 
Lines.  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
Trans  World  Airlines.,  Inc.;  Dtocket 
16129. 

By  tariff'  posted  April  2,  1965,  and 
marked  for  effectiveness  May  18,  1965, 
Eastern  Air  Lines  (Elastem),  proposc.s 
local  round-trip  first-class  and  coach 
fares  applicable  on  Jet  or  proiieller  air¬ 
craft  for  groups  of  25  or  more  persons 
between  Fort  Lauderdale  and  Miami,  on 
the  one  hand  and  Chicago,  Cleveland. 
Detroit,  Indianapolis,  Louisville,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  St.  Louis,  on  the  other  hand. 
Fares  are  applicable  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  and  'Thursday  and  apply 
only  when  transiiortation  is  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  connection  with  a  fully  prepaid 

'  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  CAB  No.  177. 
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Advertised  Air  Tour,  the  total  price  of 
such  tour  being  not  less  than  the  applic¬ 
able  fare  plus  $28.00  for  each  passenger. 
There  are  no  affinity  requirements  and 
tickets  are  valid  between  May  18,  1965, 
and  December  15,  1965,  but  will  not  be 
honored  on  July  1,  or  July  6,  1965. 

The  proposed  round-trip  first-class 
fares  range  from  153  to  191  percent  of 
Eastern’s  one-way  propeller  first-class 
fares  between  the  same  points  and  the 
proposed  roxmd-trip  coach  fares  range 
from  146  to  189  percent  of  Eastern’s  one¬ 
way  propeller  coach  fare  between  the 
same  points.  The  tariff  Is  marked  to 
expire  with  December  15,  1965. 

Oroup  tour  basing  tariffs  similar  to 
Eastern’s  have  been  filed  by  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  (Delta)  ,*  and  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.  (’TWA),*  both  of  which 
are  marked  to  become  effective  May  18, 
1965.  No  complaints  have  been  filed 
against  any  of  the  proposed  tariffs. 

In  support  of  its  filing  Eastern  states, 
inter  alia,  that  the  group  tour  basing 
fares  are  market  developmental  and  di¬ 
rected  to  the  expansion  of  the  South 
Florlda-Mldwest/Great  Lakes  market 
through  the  promotion  of  tour  and  pack¬ 
age  vacation  travel;  that  the  South  Flor- 
ida-Midwest/Oreat  Lakes  market  would 
be  susceptible  to  the  stimulus  of  the 
proposed  fares  is  evidenced  by  a  rate  of 
growth  of  minus  1.89  percent  in  the 
Midwest-Florlda  markets,  between  the 
second  quarters  of  1961  and  1964,  as 
compared  with  a  rate  of  growth  of  plus 
51.04  percent  in  the  Midwest /Great 
Lakes-Los  Angeles/Las  Vegas/  Phoenix/ 
San  Francisco  markets  for  the  same 
period.  Eastern  asserts  further  that 
these  western  markets  have  had  similar 
promotional  fares  since  early  1962  which 
have  resulted  In  a  substantial  diversion 
of  Miami/Fort  Lauderdale  traffic;  that 
the  absence  of  a  promotional  fare  has 
discouraged  Misoni  hotel  operators  from 
developing  the  Midwest /Great  Lakes 
market  by  their  own  admission;  and  that 
the  application  of  these  promotional 
fares  in  the  mid-week  period  will  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  load  factors  from  new 
traffic  with  additional  seat  availability 
on  weekends  from  shifting  of  demand  to 
the  mid-week  fiights. 

Although  Eastern  has  not  submitted 
data  to  indicate  that  tour  basing  fares 
have  been  responsible  for  any  specific 
percentage  of  the  growth  experienced 
in  the  markets  which  it  cites,*  these 
figures  indicate  a  compelling  need  to 
promote  traffic  in  the  Midwest-Florida 
markets. 

In  the  case  of  Tour  Basing  Fares,  14 
CAB  257  (1951),  we  had  before  us  for 
decision  the  lawfulness  of  promotional 
fares  similar  to  the  fares  now  proposed 
by  Eastern,  TWA,  and  Delta.  While  in 
that  instance  we  determined  that  the 


■Delta  Air  Unee,  Xnc.,  CAB  Mo.  86,  filed 
AprU  8,  1965,  bearing  a  posting  date  at  April 
9, 1066. 

■Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  CAB  No.  143, 
aied  AprU  13, 1066. 

*  We  would  note  that  during  the  S-year 
period  utilised  by  Mastem  in  Its  comparison 
of  total  traffic,  the  tour  basing  elements  at 
tariffs  were  In  effect  (or  approximately  one- 
balf  the  period  and  all  ground  tle-ln  fea¬ 
tures  were  canceled  prior  to  the  end  of  2d 
quarter  1964. 


tour  basing  fares  then  proposed  were 
discriminatory,  we  established  no  abso¬ 
lute  prohibition  of  a  tour  basing  fare 
and  subsequent  to  that  time  various  tour 
basing  fares  have  been  allowed  to  go  into 
effect  on  an  experimental  basis.*  How¬ 
ever,  in  each  case  we  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  fare  proposals,  and  the 
proposed  fares  of  Eastern  present  essen¬ 
tially  the  same  issues  of  Justness  and 
reasonableness,  discrimination,  prefer¬ 
ence,  and  prejudice,  and  should  be  in¬ 
vestigated.  Consistent  with  our  prior 
orders  we  have  also  decided  not  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  effectiveness  of  the  proposed 
tariffs  pending  investigation.  To  facili¬ 
tate  the  investigation  ordered  herein,  we 
will  expect  the  carriers  to  keep  adequate 
records  of  traffic,  revenues  and  costs 
associated  with  the  promotional  fares 
here  in  issue. 

Accordingly,  pm’suant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  102,  204 
(a),  403,  404,  and  1002  thereof:  It  is  or¬ 
dered.  ThAt: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  fares  and  provi¬ 
sions  in  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  CAB  No. 
86,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  CAB  No.  177, 
and  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  CAB  No. 
142,  including  subsequent  revisimis  and 
reissues  thereof,  are,  or  will  be,  unjust 
or  unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  unduly  prejudicial, 
or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to  be 
unlawful  to  determine  and  prescribe  the 
lawful  fares  and  provisions,  and  rules, 
regulations,  and  practices  affecting  such 
fares  and  provisions; 

2.  The  proceeding  herein  be  assigned 
for  hearing  before  an  Examiner  of  the 
Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereafter  to 
be  designated;  and 

3.  Copies  of  this  Order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariffs  and  served  upon  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  which  are 
hereby  made  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

’This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Fedekal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEALl  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  66-4866;  PU«d,  May  6,  1966; 

8:50  aju.] 


[Docket  No.  16353;  Order  E-22126] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rotes 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
3d  day  of  May  1965. 

Agreement  adopted  by  'Traffic  Confer¬ 
ence  1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com- 


*E.g.  Order  E-16050,  March  29,  1960,  tour 
baaing  fares  of  Capital  Airlines,  Inc.;  Order 
E-18790,  September  17.  1962,  tour  basing 
fares  of  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.;  Order  E- 
18638,  September  28,  1963,  tour  basing  fares 
of  American  Airlines.  Inc.,  and  Trans  Wwld 
Airlines,  Inc. 


modity  rates;  Docket  15353,  Agreement 
CAB  17666,  R-110  and  R-111. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various  air 
esuTiers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other 
carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA),  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates. 

’The  agreem«it,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  lATA  Memmanda  TCI/ 
Rates  2141  and  2143  as  set  forth  in  the 
attachment  hereto,^  (1)  names  rates  un¬ 
der  a  new  description,  and  (2)  names 
additional  specific  commodity  rates. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a),  and -412  of  the  Act,  does 
not  find  the  subject  agreement  to  be 
adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act.  provided  that  approval 
thereof  is  conditioned  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

That  Agreement  CAB  17666,  R-110  and 
R-lll,  be  approved,  provided  that  such 
approval  shall  not  constitute  approval  of 
the  specific  commodity  descriptions  con¬ 
tained  therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  pub¬ 
lication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this  or¬ 
der,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with  the 
Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board  may, 
upon  consideration  of  any  such  state¬ 
ments  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its  action 
herein  by  subsequent  order. 

’This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal!  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

(FJl.  Doc.  65-4857;  FUed.  May  6,  1965: 

8:50  am.] 


(Docket  No.  14605] 

WEST  COAST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Enforcement  Proceeding;  Notice  of 
Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argu¬ 
ment  In  the  above-entitled  matter  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  May  17,  1965,  at  10 
am.,  e.dA.t.,  In  Room  1027,  Universal 
Building,  Connecticut  and  Florida  Ave¬ 
nues  NW.,  Washingrtxm,  D.C..  before  the 
Board. 

West  Coast  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Enforcement  will  ^  allotted  30 
minutes  for  their  argument.  West  Coast 
Airlines,  Inc.,  may  reserve  not  to  exceed 


■  Attachment  filed  as  part  of  original  docu¬ 
ment. 
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one-quarter  of  their  allotted  time  for  re¬ 
buttal.  Please  advise  the  Chief  Ex¬ 
aminer  on  or  before  May  13,  1965,  the 
name  Of  the  person  who  will  represent 
you  at  the  argument. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  4, 
1965. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

1P.R.  Doc.  66-4858;  PUed.  May  6,  1965; 
8:50  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OB  Docket  No.  65-CE>-10] 

METROMEDIA,  INC. 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 
study  (CE-OEl-6245)  to  determine  its 
effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  navigable  airspace. 

Metromedia,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C., 
proposes  to  increase  by  589  feet  the  height 
of  its  television  antenna  structure  in 
Decatur,  HI.,  at  latitude  39'’49'28"  N., 
longitude  88°58'03"  W.  The  height  in¬ 
crease  will  be  accomplished  either  by  an 
addition  to  the  existing  structure  or  by 
new  construction  at  the  same  location. 
The  new  overall  height  of  the  structure 
would  be  1,849  feet  above  mean  sea  level 
(1,209  feet  above  groimd) . 

The  structure  would  be  located  ap¬ 
proximately  5  miles  west  of  the  Decatur 
Municipal  Airport,  and  within  the  boimd- 
aries  of  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  (V)  50. 

It  would  exceed  the  standards  for  de¬ 
termining  hazards  to  air  navigation  as 
defined  in  §  77.25(c)  (1)  (outer  horizon¬ 
tal  surface)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  by  600  feet  as  applied  to 
the  siirport.  It  would  exceed  the  stand¬ 
ards  in  §  77.23(a)  (2)  by  1,000  feet,  as 
applied  to  the  airway. 

The  structure  would  require  an  in¬ 
crease  from  2,400  feet  to  2,800  feet  in  the 
minimum  en  route  altitude  (MEA)  for 
the  segment  of  V50  between  the  Decatur 
VOR  and  Harrlstown  Intersection  and 
the  establishment  of  procedures  for  de¬ 
partures  from  Runways  24  and  30  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  its  direction. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  the 
increase  in  MEA  on  V50  would  have  no 
substantial  adverse  effect  upon  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  airway,  since  the  cardinal 
altitude  of  3,000  would  be  retained.  The 
study  also  disclosed  that,  because  of  the 
distance  of  the  tower  from  the  airport 
and  from  the  extended  runway  center- 
lines,  the  departure  procedures  required 
to  provide  the  necessary  obstruction 
clearance  over  the  tower  could  be  im¬ 
plemented  without  having  a  substantial 
adverse  effect  on  instrument  flight  rule 
operations. 

The  study  further  disclosed  the  struc¬ 
ture  would  have  no  substantial  adverse 
effect  upon  visual  flight  rules  (VFR) 
operations  at  the  Decatur  airport  since 
it  would  be  located  in  the  congested  area 
of  the  city  and  beyond  a  normal  traffic 
pattern  for  the  airport. 


Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  toding  of  the  Agrency  that  the  pro- 
posed  '^ructure  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical 
operations,  procedures  or  minimum  flight 
altitudes. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  77.37),  it  is  found  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  have  no  substantial  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  and  it 
is  hereby  determined  Uiat  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation  provided  that  it  is  obstruc¬ 
tion  marked  and  lighted  in  accordance 
with  Agency  standards. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  iqipeal  is  filed  under 
§  77.39  (27  F.R.  10352).  U  the  appeal 
is  denied,  the  determination  will  then 
become  final  as  of  the  date  of  the  denial 
or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of  the  deter¬ 
mination,  whichever  is  later.  Unless 
otherwise  revised  or  terminated,  a  final 
determination  hereunder  will  expire  18 
months  after  its  effective  date  or  upon 
earlier,  abandonment  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  proposal  (§  77.41). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 

Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-4806;  PUed,  May  6,  1065 
8:45  a.m.] 


[OE  Docket  No.  65-EA-4] 

EVENING  STAR  BROADCASTING  CO 
INC. 

Determination  of  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation;  Correction  , 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  published 
a  notice  of  determination  of  hazard  to  air 
navigation  (OE  Docket  No.  65-EA-4)  in 
the  Federal  Register,  April  27,  1965  (30 
F.R.5865). 

A  typographical  error  appears  in  the 
last  paragraph,  column  one,  30  F.R. 
5866,  with  reference  to  Runway  14  at 
Washington  National  Airport.  This 
should  have  referred  to  Runway  15. 

OE  Docket  No.  65-EA-4  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  accordingly. 

This  action  is  effective  upon  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
29,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 
Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[FR.  Doc.  85-4868;  FUed.  May  6.  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


'  [OE  Docket  No.  65-CB-71 

SOUTHERN  ILUNOIS  UNIVERSITY 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for 
aeronautical  comment  and  has  con¬ 
ducted  a  study  (CE-OE-6706)  to  deter¬ 


mine  its  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  the  navigable  airspace. 

The  Board  of  Trustees  of  Southern  Illi¬ 
nois  University,  Carbondale,  Bl.,  pro¬ 
poses  to  construct  a  television  antenna 
structure  at  latitude  38  *52' 32"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  88°06'S9"  W.,  near  West  Liberty, 
m.  The  overall  height  of  the  structure 
would  be  1526.6  feet  above  mean  sea  level 
(1066.6  feet  above  groimd). 

The  structure  would  exceed  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  determining  hazards  to  air  nav¬ 
igation  in  §  77.23(a)  (1)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  566  feet  since  it 
would  be  more  than  500  feet  above 
ground. 

The  study  disclosed  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  require  an  Increase 
in  instrument  flight  rules  (IFR)  mini¬ 
mum  altitudes  and  would  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  any  IFR  procedures. 
Further,  it  would  not  be  located  in  an 
area  where  there  is  a  significant  volume 
of  visual  flight  rules  traffic. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical  op¬ 
erations,  procedures,  or  minimum  flight 
altitudes. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  77.37),  it  is  found  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  have  no  substantial  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  and  it 
is  hereby  determined  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation  provided  that  it  is  obstruc¬ 
tion  marked  and  lighted  in  accordance 
with  Agency  standards. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of  is¬ 
suance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  under 
§  77.39  (27  F.R.  10352) .  If  the  appeal  is 
denied,  the  determination  will  then  be¬ 
come  final  as  of  the  date  of  the  denial  or 
30  days  after  the  Issuance  of  the  deter¬ 
mination,  whichever  is  later.  Unless 
otherwise  revised  or  terminated,  a  final 
determination  hereunder  will  expire  18 
months  after  its  effective  date  or  upon 
earlier  abandonment  of  the  construction 
proposal  (§  77.41). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
30,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 
Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doo.  65-4854;  Filed,  May  6,  1965- 
8:49  sm.l 


[OE  Docket  No.  66-EA-8] 

AIR  FORCE  ELECTRONICS  SYSTEMS 
DIVISION 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  ahd  has  conducted  an 
aeronautical  study  (EA-OE-6075)  to  de¬ 
termine  its  effect  upon  the  safe  and  ef¬ 
ficient  utilization  of  the  navigable  air¬ 
space. 

Headquarters  Caectronics  Systems  Di¬ 
vision,  Air  Force  Systems  Command,  U.S. 
Air  Force,  Bedford,  Mass.,  proposes  to 
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construct  a  radio  antenna  structure  at 
latitude  42‘‘27'50"  north,  longitude  74*- 
03'50"  west,  near  South  Westerlo,  N.Y. 
The  overall  height  of  the  strupture  would 
be  2,420  feet  above  mean  sea  level  (1,200 
feet  above  ground) . 

The  structure  would  exceed  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  determining  hazards  to  air  nav¬ 
igation  as  defined  in  S  77.23(a)  (1)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  700  feet 
since  it  would  be  made  than  500  feet 
above  ground  at  the  site  of  construction. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
the  structure  would  be  located  approxi¬ 
mately  4  miles  south  southwest  of  the 
Westerlo,  N.Y.,  Airport,  and  the  same 
distance  northwest  of  the  Rainbow  Air¬ 
port.  At  this  distance,  the  structure 
would  not  affect  airport  traffic  patterns 
and  would  have  no  substantial  adverse 
effect  upon  aeronautical  operations  at 
these  airports. 

The  study  further  disclosed  that  the 
structure  would  not  require  an  increase 
in  instrument  fiight  rule  (IFR)  minimum 
en  route  altitudes  and  would  have  no  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  IFR  operations. 

The  Agency  has  not  been  requested  to 
establish  an  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  for  the  Westerlo  Airport.  How¬ 
ever,  consideration  was  given  to  the  pos¬ 
sible  effect  this  structure  might  have 
upon  a  VOR/DME  approach  from  the 
Albany  VORTAC  which  is  approximately 
19  miles  northeast.  Under  present 
standards,  if  a  procedure  were  developed 
from  this  facility,  the  lowest  minimum 
altitude  which  could  be  approved  is  1,000 
feet  above  the  airport  elevation  with  a 
requirement  for  1-mile  visibility.  The 
proposed  structure  would  not  have  a 
substantial  adverse  effect  upon  such  a 
procedure. 

A  comprehensive  ^tudy  of  visual  flight 
rule  (VFR)  traffic  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
proposed  structure  revealed  that  cross¬ 
country  VFR  aircraft  normally  fly 
through  this  area  at  an  altitude  well 
above  the  toj}  of  the  structure.  Further, 
that  the  structure  would  not  be  located 
on  a  commonly  used  VFR  route  or  in  an 
area  where  there  is  a  significant  volume 
of  VFR  flying  . 

Based  upon  the  aeronauticsd  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  no  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical 
operations,  procedures  or  minimum  flight 
altitudes. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  the  Administrator 
(§  77.37),  it  is  foimd  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  have  no  substantial  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  and  it  is 
hereby  determined  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation  provided  that  it  is  obstruction 
marked  and -lighted  in  accordance  with 
Agency  standards,  -j  r.^. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  appeal,  is  filed  under 
§77.39  (27  Fit.  10352).  If  the  appeal 
is  denied,  the  determination  will  then 
become  final  as  of  the  date  of  the  denial 
or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of  the  de¬ 
termination.  whichever  is  later.  Unless 
otherwise  revised  or  terminated,  a  final 
determination  hereunder  will  expire  18 
months  after  its  effective  date  or  upon 
No.  88 - 6 


earlier  abandonment  of  the  construction 
proposal  (S  77.41). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April 
30,  1965. 

Joseph  Vivari, 

Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4865;  Filed,  May  6,  1966; 
8:49  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  15984;  FCC  66M-5551 

KUNO  RADIO,  INC.  (KUNO) 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Kuno  Radio,  Inc. 
(KUNO),  Corpus  Chrtsti,  Tex.,  Docket 
No.  15984,  File  No.  BMP-10937:  for  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  30th  day  of  April 
1965,  that  Sol  Schildhause  shall  serve  as 
the  presiding  officer  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding;  Uiat  the  hearings  therein 
shall  commence  at  10  a.m.  on  June  25, 
1965;  and  that  a  prehearing  conference 
shtdl  be  convened  at  9  a.m.  on  May  20, 
1965 ;  And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  all 
proceedings  shall  be  held  in  the  Offices  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  May  4, 1965. 

Fedebai.  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-4888;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 


(Docket  Nos.  15961, 15982;  FCC  65M-5531 

RADIO  PHONE  COMMUNICATIONS, 
INC.,  AND  AMERICAN  RADIO¬ 
TELEPHONE  SERVICE,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Radio  Phone 
Communications,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  15981, 
File  No.  269-C2-P-64:  for  a  construction 
permit  to  establish  new  facilities  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Falls  Church,  Va.;  American 
Radio-Telephone  Service,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  15982,  FUe  No.  1134-C2-P-64;  for 
a  construction  permit  to  modify  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  station  KOA248  in  the  Domes¬ 
tic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

It  is  ordered.  This  30th  day  of  April 
1965,  that  Elizabeth  C.  Smith  shall  serve 
as  the  presiding  officer  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding;  that  the  hearings 
therein  shall  commence  at  10  a.m.  on 
June  17,  1965;  and  that  a  prehearing 
conference  shall  be  convened  at  9  a.m. 
on  May  27,  1965;  And  it  is  further  or¬ 
dered.  That  all  proceedings  shall  be  held 
in  the  offices  of  the  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released;  May  4, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  66-4889;  FUed.  May  6,  1965; 
8:48  a.in.I 


[Docket  No.  15983;  FCC  65M-554] 

TWELVE  SEVENTY,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Twelve  Seventy, 
Inc.,  Docket  No.  15983,  File  No.  BRr-1749; 
for  renewal  of  license  of  Station  WTTD. 
Newport  News,  Va. 

It  is  ordered.  This  30th  day  of  April 
1965,  that  James  D.  CTunningham  shall 
serve  as  the  presiding  officer  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding;  that  the  hear¬ 
ings  therein  shall  commence  at  10  ajn. 
on  July  21,  1965,  in  Newport  News,  Va.; 
and  that  a  prehearing  conference  shall 
be  convened  at  9  am.  on  May  28,  1965, 
in  the  Offices  of  the  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released;  May  4,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-4840;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.) 


[Docket  No.  15983;  FCC  65-349] 

TWELVE  SEVENTY,  INC. 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Twelve  Seventy, 
Inc.,  Docket  No.  15983,  Pile  No.  BR^1749; 
for  renewal  of  license  of  Station  WTID, 
Newport  News,  Va. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington.  D.C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
April  1965; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tion; 

It  appearing  that  the  following  matters 
are  to  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  issues  specified  below: 

1.  On  November  2,  1960  the  Commis¬ 
sion  granted  an  assignment  of  the  license 
of  Station  WYOU  (now  Station  WTED) , 
Newport  News,  Va.,  from  United  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  of  Eastern  Virginia.  Inc.  to 
Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.  (BAL-3779).  The 
latter  corporation  was  chartered  by  the 
State  of  Maryland  on  January  20,  1960, 
the  incorporators  being  Robert  Harold 
Symonds  (president  of  Mutual  Security 
Savings  and  Loan  Association),  Arthur 
A.  Peisner  (an  attorney  for  Mutual)  and 
Morton  Lifshutz  (treasurer  and  director 
of  Mutual) .  Mutual  Security  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  located  in  Silver 
Spring.  Md..  was  one  of  the  Maryland 
loan  associations  which  were  the  subject 
of  receivership  action  during  the  past' 
several  years. 

2.  The  application  for  assignment  of 
license  to  Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.  was  filed 
on  January  22.  1960  and  showed  the  as¬ 
signee  authorized  to  issue  20,000  shares 
of  no  par  value  stock  of  which  9,000 
shares  had  been  issued  to  Mr.  Lifshutz 
for  89,000  and  10,000  shares  at  $1  per 
share  had  been  subscribed  to  by  Max 
Reznlck  on  January  18, 1960.  FCC  Form 
323  filed  on  December  28,  1960  reported 
that  as  of  December  5. 1960, 19,000  shares 
of  capital  stock  were  Issued— -9,000  to 
lifshutz  on  January  20,  1960  for  $9,000, 
and  10,000  to  Reznick  on  July  1,  1960 
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for  $10,000.  However,  both  statements 
made  In  interviews  with  Reznick  and  Lif- 
shutz  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  the 
Complaints  and  Compliance  Division  on 
December  6.  1961,  and  entries  in  the 
WTID  ledger  indicate  that  the  money 
for  both  Lifshutz’s  and  Reznick’s  shares 
was  advanced  in  installments  between 
December  1960  and  December  1961. 
Thus,  it  appears  that  misrepresentations 
with  regard  to  the  capitali^tion  of  the 
licensee  corporation  were  made  in  both 
the  assigiunent  application  and  the  De¬ 
cember  28,  1960  ownership  report. 

3.  The  plan  of  financing  the  purchase 
of  WTID  included  the  issuance  of  a 
$30,000  corporate  debenture  bond  to 
Symonds.  A  copy  of  such  bond  indicat¬ 
ing  that  the  original  had  been  signed 
by  Max  Reznick  as  President  of  Twelve 
Seventy,  Inc.,  and  Morton  Lifshutz  as 
Treasiu'er,  was  attached  to  the  assign¬ 
ment  application.  However,  the  alleged 
original  of  such  bond,  furnished  us  on 
Jime  15,  1964,  by  Harvey  Rosenberg,  at¬ 
torney  for  Reznick,  shows  only  one  sig¬ 
nature,  that  of  Robert  Symonds  as  Pres¬ 
ident  of  Twelve  Seventy.  Commission 
records  indicate  that  Mr.  Reznick  was 
the  President  of  Twelve  Seventy,  Inc., 
from  the  time  of  its  inoon>oration  imtil 
August  7,  1963,  and  that  Ssmionds  was 
never  an  officer  of  the  licensee  corpora¬ 
tion.  Thus,  a  serious  question  is  raised 
whether  the  licensee  was  a  party  to  the 
deliberate  sulmilssion  of  a  false  docu¬ 
ment  to  the  Commission,  and  addition¬ 
ally,  whether  the  licensee  failed  to  report 
that  Mr.  Symonds  was  an  officer  of 
the  licensee  corporation  in  violation  of 
§  1.613  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

4.  Mr.  Reznick  has  consistently  claimed 
that  he  dealt  with  Lifshutz,  Symonds, 
and  Peisner  solely  as  individuals  furnish¬ 
ing  personal  funds  on  their  own  behalf, 
rather  than  as  repres^tatlves  of  Mutual. 
However,  that  Mutual,  imknown  to  the 
Commission,  was  the  real  party  In  in¬ 
terest  is  indicated  by  the  following:  The 
meetings  dealing  with  the  organization 
of  Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.,  and  the  purchase 
of  Station  WTID  were  held  in  the  Mu¬ 
tual  Offices;  Arthur  Peisner,  Mutual’s 
legal  counsel,  handled  the  mechanics  of 
incorporation;  the  licensee’s  post  office 
address  sulmfitted  on  the  Dec^ber  1960 
Form  323  was  the  address  of  a  Mutual 
branch  office;  loans  and  stock  payments 
to  Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.,  are  evidenced  by 
canceled  checks  of  Mutual  and  the 
Wayne  Investment  Corp.,  a  subsidiary 
of  Mutual,  rather  than  personal  checks 
of  Symonds.  Lifshutz,  or  Peisner;  and, 
on  Febniary  28, 1963,  the  shares  allegedly 
belonging  to  Lifshutz  and  the  debenture 
bond  allegedly  held  by  S3mionds  as  in¬ 
dividuals,  were  sold  as  Mutual  assets  by 
the  Mutual  federal  trustee  to  Max  Rez¬ 
nick  for  $8,000. 

5.  Ssmionds  and  Peisner  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  the  Equity  Invest¬ 
ment  Corp.  whereby,  in  exchange  for 
their  interests  in  various  companies  in¬ 
cluding  Mutual,  they  received  stock  in¬ 
terests  in  Equity,  and  Symonds  became 
president  of  Equity.  In  a  brochure  on 
Equity,  dated  August  9,  1961,  and  signed 
by  Symonds  as  president,  the  following 
statement  appeared : 


NOTICES 

Through  the  acquisition  of  the  stock  of 
1270  Inc.  Equity  hSs  acquired  Radio  Station 
WTID  la  Newport  News,  Va.  Ibe  transfer  ct 
shares  Is  subject  to  approval  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission. 

This  claim  was  based  on  a  document 
whereby  Reznick  and  Lifshutz  had  con¬ 
veyed  an  of  their  stock  Interests  to 
Equity.  Neither  an  ownership  report 
showing  Equity  as  a  shareholder  of  ttie 
licensee  corporation,  an  application  for 
consent  to  a  transfer  of  control  of  the 
licensee  corporation  to  Equity,  nor  a  con¬ 
tract  contemplating  such  transfer  was 
ever  filed  with  the  Commission.  Thus, 
in  addition  to  furnishing  further  sup¬ 
port  for  the  contention  that  Mutual  was 
the  real  party  in  interest  in  the  original 
application,  questions  are  raised  as  to 
probable  violations  of  section  310(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  S  1.613  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  with  regard  to  Equity’s  inter¬ 
est  in  the  licensee  corporation. 

6.  On  September  11.  1963  during  a 
conference  with  Mr.  Re^ck  at  the  Com¬ 
mission,  he  stated  that  he  had  made  a 
creditor,  Morris  Sllberman,  a  director  of 
Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.  sometime  In  1962 
and  did  not  replace  him  until  Atigust 
1963.  No  ownership  report  showing 
Sllberman  as  a  director  has  ever  been 
filed  with  the  Commission.  It  thus 
pears  that  a  violation  of  S  1.613  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  occurred. 

7.  In  the  interview  of  September  11. 
1963,  Reznick  stated  that  in  order  to  give 
Oeorge  Dail,  general  manager  of  WTID,^ 
a  free  hand  in  operating  the  station,  he 
made  him  pre^dent  of  the  licensee 
corporation  with  carte  blanche  authority 
to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  station 
without  any  consultation  with  Reznik. 
It  thus  appears  that  in  contravention  of 
section  310(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  Reznick  re¬ 
linquished  control  of  WTID  when  Dail 
was  made  manager  and  president  of 
Twelve  Seventy  on  August  7,  1963. 

8.  On  May  27,  1964,  during  a  confer¬ 
ence  with  Mr.  Reznick  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  offices,  he  stated  that  the  1963 
Form  324  was  compiled  by  a  station  em¬ 
ployee  after  a  phone  call  by  Reznick  to 
furnish  some  “reasonable”  figures  to  be 
used  In  filling  out  the  form,  and  several 
items  were  therefore  in  error.  It  was 
also  stated  that  the  licensee  had  failed 
to  keep  the  Twelve  Seventy  accounting 
records  posted  and  accurate. 

9.  On  Decend)er  3,  1963  the  licensee 
corporation  filed  a  petition  for  reorgani¬ 
zation  under  Chapter  X  of  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Act  in  the  UB.  District  Court  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Virginia,  Newport 
News  Division.  By  order  of  December 
10,  1963,  the  court  approved  the  petition 
and  continued  the  debtor  in  possession. 
By  order  of  April  29, 1964,  the  court  con¬ 
firmed  a  Plan  for  the  Reorganization  of 
'Twelve  Seventy,  Inc.  which  was  based 
on  the  propos^  assigiunent  of  the  li¬ 
cense  of  Station  WTID  and  the  sale  of 
its  assets  to  the  Armlstead  Broadcasting 


^In  consideration  ol  bis  services,  Reznick 
gave  Dail  9,000  shares  in  Twelve  Seventy. 
Inc.  (approximately  47  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  shares) .  According  to  Commission 
records,  Dail  sUU  has  this  Interest. 


Corp.  An  application  for  consent  to 
such  assignment  ,<BAP1^12)  was  filed 
on  March  11,  1964.  BoTrever,’  James 
MitcheU,  the  sole  shareh<fider  and  finan¬ 
cial  backer  of  the  assignee  corporation, 
died  on  June  18,  1964.'  By  letter  of  De¬ 
cember  11,  1964,  the  Commission  was 
notified  that  the  probosed- assignee  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  terms  of  the  sale  agreement, 
had  elected  to  declare  su<^  agreement 
null  and  void.  Such  action  having 
rendered  the  aforementioned  assignment 
application  moot,  it  was  dismissed  on 
December  16,  1964. 

10.  On  December  7,  1964,  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  assigiunent  of  the  license 
of  Station  WTID  from  Twelve  Seventy, 
Inc.  to  David  N.  Montague.  Trustee,  was 
tendered  for  filing.  It  was  accompanied 
by  a  court  order  dated  Septemter  18, 
1964  stating  that  the  court  was  dis¬ 
satisfied  with  the  progress  that  the 
debtor  was  making  and  therefore  ap¬ 
pointed  David  Montague  as  Trustee.  In 
answer  to  question  15  of  the  assignment 
application  (FCC  Form  316),  George 
Dail  was  listed  as  the  100  percent  share¬ 
holder  of  the  licensee  corporation. 
When  queried  by  the  staff  as  to  the 
source  of  this  information,  the  trustee 
stated  that  the  District  Court  Judge  had 
advised  him  that  Dali  had  an  option  to 
purchase  Reznick’s  stock  and  had  exer¬ 
cised  such  option  a  few  days  prior  to  the 
commenc^ent  of  the  bankruptcy  pro¬ 
ceedings.  The  Commission  was  never 
Informed  of  either  the  existence  or  the 
exercise  of  such  option,  although  the 
staff  held  conferences  with  Reznick  and 
his  attorneys  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
its  apparent  exercise.  Thus,  it  now  ap¬ 
pears  that  in  addition  to  the  unauthor¬ 
ized  relinquishment  of  de  facto  control 
to  Dail  on  August  7,  1963,  there  was  an 
imauthorlzed  truisfer  of  de  Jure  control 
to  him  in  late'  November  or  early  De¬ 
cember  of  1963.  Such  action  constitutes 
a  violation  of  section  310(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  as 
well  as  violations  of  SS  1.613  and  1.615 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing  that.  In  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  un¬ 
able  to  make  the  statutory  finding  that 
a  grant  of  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tion  would  serve  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  and  that  the 
application  must  be  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  issues  set  forth  bdow; 

It  is  ordered,.  TliAt  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  809(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above  captioned 
application  is  designated  for  a  hearing, 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a 
subsequent  order,  upon  the  following 
Issues; 

1.  To  determine  whether  in  its  written 
or  oral  statements  to  the  Commission  or 
its  staff  with  respect  to  the  above  mat¬ 
ters.  the  licensee  mlsr^resented  facts 
to  the  Commission  or  was  lacking  in 
candor; 

3.  To  determine  whether  tiie  licensee 
maintained  adequate  supervision  and 
control  over  the  operation  of  its  station; 

3.  To  determine  whether  misrepre¬ 
sentations  with  regard  to  the  capitaliza¬ 
tion  of  the  licensee  corporation  were 
made  in  the  Assignment  Application  of 
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January  22,  1960  and  the  Ownership 
Report  of  December  28, 1960; 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
knowingly  submitted  a  false  copy  of  the 
$30,000  debentme  bond  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion; 

5.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1-613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  r\iles  failed  to  disclose  that 
Robert  Symonds  was  an  officer  of  the 
licensee  corporation ; 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1.613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  mles  failed  to  disclose  that 
the  Mutual  Security  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  had  an  interest  in  the 
licensee  corporation; 

7.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1-613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  failed  to  disclose  that  the 
Equity  Investment  Corp.  had  an  interest 
in  the  licensee  corpK)ration; 

8.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1.613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  failed  to  submit  a  con¬ 
tract  for  the  sale  of  its  stock  to  the  Equity 
Investment  Corp. ; 

9.  To  determine  whether,  in  1961, 
Equity  assumed  control  of  Uie  licensee 
corporation  in  contravention  of  section 
310(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended; 

10.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1.613  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  failed  to  disclose  that 
Morris  Sllberman  was  a  director  of  the 
licensee  corporation; 

11.  To  determine  whether  the. licensee 
in  contravention  of  section  310(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  relinquished  de  facto  control  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WTID  to  George  Dail  in  August  of 
1963; 

12.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  8  1.613  of  the  Com- 
mis.sion’s  niles  failed  to  file  a  stock  option 
agreement  held  by  George  Dali ; 

13.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
in  contravention  of  section  310(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  relinquished  de  Jure  control  of  Sta¬ 
tion  wrn)  to  George  Dali  in  late  Novem¬ 
ber  or  early  December  of  1963 ; 

14.  To  determine  whether,  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  8  1.615  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  the  licensee  failed  to  report  George 
Dali’s  increased  ownership  interest  in  the 
licensee  corporation; 

15.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
submitted  a  false  or  misleading  financial 
report  to  the  Commission ; 

16.  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  under  the  forego¬ 
ing  issues,  the  licensee  possesses  the  req¬ 
uisite  character  qualifications  to  be  a  li¬ 
censee  of  the  Commission; 

17.  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
possesses  the  requisite  financial  qualifica¬ 
tions  to  be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission; 

18.  To  determine  whether,  on  the  basis 
of  the  evidence  adduced  under  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  a  grant  of  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  application  would  serve  the  public 
Interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail  it¬ 
self  of  the  oiHK>rtunity  to  be  heard,  the 
applicant  herein,  pursuant  to  8  1.221  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations, 
in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall  within 
twenty  (20)  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 


order,  file  with  the  Commission,  in  trip¬ 
licate,  a  wrlttm  appearance  stating  an 
Intent  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the 
hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  8  1.594  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations,  give 
notice  of  the  hearing  within  the  time  and 
in  the  manner  prescribed  In  such  rule, 
and  shall  advise  the  Commission  thereof 
as  reqifired  by  8  1.594(g)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations. 

Released:  May  3.  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-4841;  Plied,  May  6,  1965; 
8:48  a.in.] 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

VOLUNTEER-STATE  BANK, 
KNOXVILLE,  TENN. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Exemption 

Pursuant  to  authority  granted  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  under 
sections  12(h)  and  12(1)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  to  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  that  the  Volunteer-State  Bank, 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  has  applied  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  for 
exemption  from  certain  provisions  of 
that  Act.  ’The  bank  has  asked  the  Cor¬ 
poration  to  exempt  it,  its  officers,  direc¬ 
tors  and  certain  controlling  persons  from 
the  requirements  of  sections  12,  13,  14, 
and  16  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  Interested  per¬ 
sons  will  have  opportunity  to  present 
their  written  views  or  comments  on  this 
application  on  or  before  May  21,  1965. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation,  550  17th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C..  20429. 

‘  Dated  this  29th  day  of  April  1965. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal]  E.  F.  Downey, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4824;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

H.  A.  GOGARTY,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  freight  forwarder  cooperative  work¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shilling  Act,  1916,  as 


■  Ckjmmisaloners  Lee  and  Loevlnger  absent. 


amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW.. 
Room  301.  Comments  with  reference  to 
an  agreement  including  a  request  for 
hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  or  request  for  a  hearing 
should  also  be  forwarded  to  each  of  the 
parties  to  the  agreement  (as  indicated 
hereinafter),  and  the  comments  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Unless  otherwise  Indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non-exclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  forward¬ 
ing  services  for  each  other.  Forwarding 
and  service  fees  ^  agreed  on  each  trans- 
actibn.  Ocean  freight  compensation  is 
to  be  divided  as  agreed  between  the 
parties. 

H.  A.  Oogarty,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Seaway  Forwarding  Co., 

Cleveland,  Ohio _ PF-1881 

Express  Forwarding  Ss  Storage  Co., 

Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y..  and  Seaway 

Forwarding  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio _ FF-1882 

Blaser  A  Mercle,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio,  and  M.  J.  Corbett  A  Co.,  Inc., 

New  York.  N.Y _ PP-1883 

Inge  A  Company,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Seaway  Forwarding  Co., 

Cleveland,  Ohio _ FF-1884 

Oellagher  A  Ascher  Co.,  Chicago, 

HI.,  and  Rohner,  Qehrlg  &  Co., 

Inc.,  New  Y(Wk,  N.Y . PF-1889 

John  H.  Faunce,  Inc.,  PhUadelphia, 

Pa.,  and  W.  R.  Zanes  A  Co.  of 

Louisiana,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La _ FF-1890 

Gallagher  A  Ascher  Co.,  Chicago, 
m..  and  Atlantic  Forwarding  Co., 

Inc.,  New  York.  N.Y _ PP-1891 

D.  Ha\iser,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
F.  J.  Herbelin  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc., 

Houston,  Tex _ FP-1894 

Dumont  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Bevon  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  Charleston,  S.C _ FF-1895 

Helde  and  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 

N.C.,  and  Fred  P.  Qaskell  Co.,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y.  (Norfolk,  Va.) 

(New  Orleans.  La.) _ PP-1896 

George  W.  Wise,  Jr.,  Savannah,  Ga., 
and  Norton  A  EUis,  Inc.,  Norfolk, 

Va _ _ FP-1907 

Alba  Forwarding  Co..  Inc.,  Chicago, 

Ill.,  and  Kormln  Shipping  Co., 

Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y _ FP-1909 

The  J.  D.  Richardson  Co.,  Detroit, 

Mich.,  and  M.  J.  Corbett  A  Co., 

Inc.,  New  York.  N.Y _ FF-1910 

Taub,  Hiunmel  A  Schnall,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Coastal  Forward¬ 
ers.  Charleston,  S.C _ FF-1911 

Gallagher  A  Ascher  Co.,  Chicago, 

HI.,  and  Express  Forwarding  A 

Storage  Oo.,  New  York,  N.Y _ PF-1912 

R.  F.  Downing  A  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Harper  Robinson  &  Co., 

San  Francisco,  Calif _ PF-1913 

Silvey  Shipping  Co..  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 


F.  B.  Vandegrlft  A  Co.,  Inc.,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa . PP-1914 

Reedy  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc.,  Miami, 

Fla. . . FF-1915 

John  S.  Connor,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 

Md.  . PF-1916 
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International  Expediters,  Inc.,  New 
Yoiic,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  iden¬ 
tical.  The  other  parties  are: 


M.  E.  Dey  &  Oo.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee, 

Wls.  _ PP-1870 

Helde  &  Company,  Inc.,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  N.C _ PP-1871 

J.  T.  Steeb  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Portland, 

Oreg  _ PP-1872 

Jobn  V.  Carr  &:  Sons,  Detroit,  Mich _ FF-1873 

Wilfred  Schade  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New¬ 
port  News,  Va _ PF-1874 

John  W.  Newton,  Jr.,  Beavunont, 

Tex. _ _ _ PP-1876 

General  Freight  Services,  Inc., 


F.  W.  Myers  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Port  Huron, 

Mich.  _ FF-1877 

Waters  Shipping  Co.,  Wilmington, 

N.C.  . . FP-1878 

Seaway  Forwarding  Co.,  Toledo, 

Ohio  _ FF-1885 

Fllbin  &  Oo.,  Inc.,  Toledo,  Ohio _ FF-1886 

Southern  Shipping  Co.,  tevannah, 

Ga.  . FF-1887 

General  Foreign  Freight  Forward¬ 
ers.  Norfolk,  Va _ FP-1897 

Southern  Shipping  Co.,  Inc., 


T.  Parker  Hoet,  Inc.,  Newport  News, 

Va. _ FF-1899 

Frank  P.  Dow  Co.,  Inc.,  Longview, 

Wash.  _ FF-1900 

J.  T.  Steeb  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Tacoma, 

Wash.  _ FP-1901 

Norman  G.  Jensen,  Inc.,  Longview, 

Wash.  _ FP-1902 

T.  D.  Downing  Co.,  Boston,  Mass _ FF-1903 

Helde  &  Co..  Inc.,  Morebead  City, 

N.C. _ _ FP-1904 

J.  R.  Michels,  Inc.,  Beaumont,  Tex..  FF-1905 

Geo.  S.  Bush  Co.,  Inc.,  Longview, 

Wash. _ _ FP-1906 


William  H.  Masson,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 


R.  F.  Downing  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N  Y . FP-1880 

E.  Sidney  Stockwell  Co.,  Inc.,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass _ FF-1892 

Mercal  International,  Inc.,  New 

York,  N.Y _ _ FF-1893 

V.  Alexander  &  Co.  of  Louisiana, 

Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La _ FF-1888 

Agreement  FP-1879,  between  Penson 


Forwarding  Corp.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Frontier  Freight  Forwarders,  Inc,, 
Miami,  Fla.,  is  a  cooperative  working 
agreement  whereunder  ccHnpensation  re¬ 
ceived  from  ocean  carriers  shall  be  di¬ 
vided  by  the  parties  in  the  following 
manner,  50  percent  to  Penson  Forward¬ 
ing  Corp.  and  60  percent  to  Frontier 
Freight  Forwarders,  Inc.  Forwarding 
and  service  fees  as  agreed  on  each 
transaction. 

Agreement  FF-1908,  between  Atlas 
Forwarding  Co.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Smith  &  Kelly  Co.,  Savannah,  Oa.,  is  a 
cooperative  working  agreement  where- 
under  compensation  received  from  ocean 
carriers  shall  not  be  shared  by  the  par¬ 
ties.  All  compensation  of  this  nature  will 
be  received  only  by  Atlas  Forwarding  Co., 
Inc.  Forwarding  and  service  fees  as 
agreed  on  each  transaction. 

Dated:  May  4, 1965. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4830;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.) 


MATSON  NAVIGATION  CO.  AND  ’ 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763, 
46  UB.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Boom  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  DC.,  20573,  with¬ 
in  20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as  in¬ 
dicated  hereinafter)  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Robert  C.  Alsop,  Vice  President  and 

Counsel,  Grace  Line,  Inc.,  Three  Hanover 

Square,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Agre^nent  9442,  between  Matson 
Navigation  Co.  (MatsonX  and  Orace 
Line,  Inc.  (Grace),  provides  for  Grace 
to  act  as  Matson’s  General  Passenger 
Agent  in  Central  America  and  the  North 
and  West  coasts  of  South  America,  to 
solicit  and  book  passengers  on  Matson’s 
vessels,  to  issue  tickets,  to  accept  book¬ 
ings  and  collect  fares  from  travel  agents 
in  the  area  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

Dated:  May  3,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission.  / 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-4831;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


MATSON  NAVIGATION  CO.  AND 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(8)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 


Maritime  Commission,  Washingtcm,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Rboister. 
A  coQj  of  any  such  statement  should  aW 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and 
the  comments  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mi.  Robert  C.  Alsop.  Vice  President  and 

Counsel,  Grace  Line,  Inc.,  Three  Hanover 

Square,  New  York.  N.Y.,  10004. 

Agreement  9443,  between  Matson  Nav¬ 
igation  Co.  (Mat^n)  and  Grace  Line, 
Inc.  (Grace),  provides  for  Matson  to  act 
as  Grace’s  (General  Passenger  Agent  in 
Hawaii,  to  solicit  and  book  passengers  on 
Grace  vessels,  to  issue  tickets,  to  accept 
bookings  and  collect  fares  fnmi  travel 
agents  in  the  area  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the 
agreement. 

Dated:  May  3, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 


THOMAS  Lisi, 

Secretary. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-1832;  FUed.  May  6,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


OCEANIC  STEAMSHIP  CO.  AND 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  Uie  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Cmnments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  A  copy  of  any  such  statement 
should  also  be  forwarded  to  the  party 
filing  the  agreement  (as  indicated  here¬ 
inafter)  and  the  ccanments  should  indi¬ 
cate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Robert  C.  Alsop,  Vice  President  and 

Counsel,  Grace  Line,  Inc.,  Three  Hanover 

Square,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Agreement  9444,  between  the  Oceanic 
Steamship  Co.  (Oceanic)  and  Orace 
line,  Inc,  (Grace),  provides  for  Grace 
to  act  as  Oceanic’s  General  Passenger 
Agent  in  Central  America  and  the  North 
and  West  coasts  of  South  America,  to 
solicit  and  book  passengers  on  Oceanic 
vessels,  to  issue  tickets,  to  accept  book¬ 
ings  and  collect  fares  from  travel  agents 
in  the  area  in  accordance  with  the  terms 


Friday,  May  7,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


6413 


and  conditions  as  set  forth  In  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

Dated:  May  3,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com- 
nilssion. 

TBoicAa  liisi. 
Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  05-4833;  PUed,  May  6,  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


OCEANIC  STEAMSHIP  CO.  AND 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  iB  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
us  e.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  (s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301 ;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  Including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washliigton,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as  in¬ 
dicated  hereinafter)  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Robert  C.  Alsop,  Vice  President  and 

Counsei,  Grace  Line,  Inc.,  Three  Hanover 

Square,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Agreement  9445,  between  Oceanic 
Steamship  Co.  (Oceanic)  and  Orace  Line, 
Inc.  (Grace) ,  provides  for  Oceanic  to  act 
as  Grace’s  General  Passenger  Agent  in 
Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  South  Sea 
Island  ports,  to  solicit  and  book  pas¬ 
sengers  on  Grace  vessels,  to  issue  tickets, 
to  accept  bookings  and  collect  fares  from 
travel  agents  in  the  area  In  accordance 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  as  set  forth 
in  the  agreement. 

Dated:  May  3, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  List, 
Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-4834;  FUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


UNITED  STATES  LINES  CO.  AND 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  iqiproval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.814). 


Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Wa8hlnsi»n  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  Inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  Including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  CTommlssion,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Robert  C.  Alsop,  Vice  President  and 

Counsel,  Orace  Line,  Inc.,  Tliree  Hanover 

Square,  New  York,  N.Y’.,  10004. 

Agreement  9446,  between  United 
States  Lines  Co.  (United  States)  and 
Grace  Line,  Inc.  (Grace),  provides  for 
Grace  to  act  as  United  States’  General 
Passenger  Agent  In  Central  America  and 
on  the  North  and  West  coasts  of  South 
America,  to  solicit  and  book  passengers 
on  Unit^  States  vessels,  to  issue  tickets, 
to  accept  bookings,  and  collect  fares 
from  travel  agents  in  the  area  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  as 
set  forth  in  the  agreement. 

Dated:  May  4, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4835;  FUed.  May  6,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


UNITED  STATES  LINES  CO.  AND 
GRACE  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46  UJS.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301 ;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers.  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  Washington.  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 


Mr.  Robert  C.  Alsop,  Vice  President  and 

Counsel,  Grace  Line,  Inc.,  Tliree  Hanover 

Square,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Agreement  9447,  between  United  States 
Lines  Co.  (United  States)  and  Orace 
Line,  Inc.  (Grace),  provides  for  United 
States  to  act  as  Grace’s  General  Passen¬ 
ger  Agent  in  Eire,  Prance,  Switzerland, 
Belgium,  Holland,  Luxembourg,  Ger¬ 
many,  Austria.  Poland,  Hungary,  C^zech- 
oslovakla,  and  South  Africa,  to  solicit 
and  bo<^  passengers  on  Orace  vessels,  to 
issue  tickets,  to  accept  bookings  and  col¬ 
lect  fares  from  travel  agents  in  the  area 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  set  forth  In  the  agreement. 

Dated:  May  3,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  65-4836;  FUed.  May  6.  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[812-1656] 

INVESTORS  DIVERSIFIED  SERVICES, 

INC.,  AND  INVESTORS  ACCUMULA¬ 
TION  PLAN,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Exemption 
May  3.  1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Investors 
Diversified  Services,  Inc.  (“IDS”) ,  a  face 
amount  certificate  company  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”)  and  Its  wholly  owned  sub¬ 
sidiary,  Investors  Accumulation  Plan, 
Inc.  (“Plan  Company”) ,  both  Minnesota 
corporations,  have  filed  an  application 
piusuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  for 
an  order  of  exemption  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  27(a)  (3)  of  the  Act. 
Plan  Company  proposes  to  offer  periodic 
payment  plan  certificates  for  the  accu¬ 
mulation  of  shares  of  Investors  Stock 
Fund,  Inc.  (“Stock  Fund”) .  Stock  Fund 
is  registered  under  the  Act  as  an  open- 
end,  diversified,  management  Investment 
company.  It  Invests  principally  In  com¬ 
mon  stocks.  IDS  acts  as  Investment  ad¬ 
viser  and  underwriter  for  Stock  Fund  and 
will  act  as  imderwriter  for  the  plan.  The 
application  requests  an  exemption  from 
the  provisions  of  section  27(a)  (3)  of  the 
Act  to  permit  the  deduction  of  sales  load 
on  periodic  payment  plan  certificates 
from  payments  during  the  second,  third, 
and  fourth  years  In  amounts  which  ex¬ 
ceed  the  amormts  of  sales  load  to  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  subsequent  payments.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  filed  with  the  Commission 
for  a  full  statement  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  contained  In  the  application  which 
are  summarized  below. 

Applicants  propose  to  deduct  sales  load, 
which  totals  8  percent  of  aggregate  pay¬ 
ments,  on  periodic  pairment  plan  certifi¬ 
cates  at  the  rate  of  20  percent  of  pay¬ 
ments  during  the  first  year,  18  percent 
during  the  second  and  third  years,  7  per¬ 
cent  during  the  fourth  year  and  4.2 
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percent  thereafter.  In  addition  to  the 
sales  load  deduction,  a  custodian  fee  of 
$0.40  for  each  scheduled  monthly  pay¬ 
ment  is  to  be  deducted  commencing  with 
the  thirteenth  month.  Total  deductions 
range  from  9.83  percent  to  8.37  percent 
of  aggr^ate  payments,  dependent  upon 
the  certificate  selected.  Applicants  state 
that  total  deductions  for  sales  load  under 
the  proposed  plan  will  be  less,  at  any 
time  before  the  final  i>ayment,  than  the 
amount  which  would  be  deducted  if  50 
percent,  the  maximmn  permitted  by  sec¬ 
tion  27(a)  (2)  of  the  Act,  were  deducted 
in  the  first  year  and  amoimts  of  sales 
load  were  deducted  at  a  imiform  rate 
thereafter  as  specified  in  section  27(a) 
(3). 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  May  21, 
1965,  submit  to  the  Commission  in  writ¬ 
ing  a  request  for  a  hearing  on  the  mat¬ 
ter  accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail 
if  the  person  being  serv^  is  located  more 
.than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  applicant  at  the  address  stated 
above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by  aflJ- 
davit  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at-law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  as  provided  by  Rule  0-5 
of  the  rules  and  regulation^  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing 
of  the  application  herein  may  be  issued 
by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
information  stated  in  said  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBoIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4808;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[File  No.  70-4273) 

MICHIGAN  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Acquisition  of 
Utility  Assets  From  Municipality 

May  3, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Michigan 
Consolidated  Gas  Co.  (“Michigan  Con¬ 
solidated”)  ,  One  Woodward  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  48226,  a  gas  utility  subsidiary 
company  of  American  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(“American  Natural”) ,  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  company,  has  filed  an  application 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  (Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”),  designating  sections  9(a) 
and  10  of  the  Act  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transacticm.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  tqiplication, 
on  file  at  the  office  of  the  Commission, 
for  a  statement  of  the  transaction  pro- 
fwsed  therein  which  is  summarized  below. 


Michigan  Consolidated  proposes  to  ac¬ 
quire,  with  treasury  funds,  from  the  City 
of  Escanaba  (“City”),  a  Michigan  mu¬ 
nicipal  corporation  located  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  the  municipally 
owned  propane-air  gas  production  and 
distribution  facilities  located  in  the  City, 
for  a  cash  consideration  of  $725,000.  *1110 
proposed  acquisition  includes  all  the 
properties  which  constitute  the  City’s 
present  system  for  the  production,  dis¬ 
tribution,  and  sale  of  propane-air  gas 
in  the  City,  consisting  of  approximately 
26.77  miles  of  various  size  gas  mains,  1,896 
gas  service  installations,  gas  meters,  and 
various  other  facilities  and  property 
rights.  The  purchase  agreement,  which 
was  reached  after  arm’s-length  negotia¬ 
tion,  is  subject  to  approval  of  such  sale 
by  tlu-ee-fifths  (3/5ths)  majority  vote  of 
the  electors  of  the  City  voting  at  a  special 
election  called  for  such  purpose  which 
has  been  set  for  June  1, 1965. 

The  assets  to  be  acquired  have  an  orig¬ 
inal  cost  of  approximately  $350,000. 
Studies  made  by  consulting  engineers 
for  the  City  indicated  a  reasonable  sales 
price  in  the  range  of  $700,000.  Studies 
made  by  Michigan  Consolidated  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  proposed  purchase  price 
does  not  exceed  the  costs  the  company 
would  incur  if  it  were  required  to  replace 
the  existing  distribution  system.  'The 
filing  states  that  subsequent  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition,  Michigan  Consolidated 
will  file  acquisition  accoimting  entries 
with  the  Michigan  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  obtain  approval  thereof. 

The  acquisition  of  the  City’s  facilities 
is  part  of  a  general  program  which  is 
being  undertaken  by  Michigran  Consoli¬ 
dated  to  provide  natural  gas  service  to 
approximately  36  mimicipalities  located 
in  the  southern  portion  of  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  City  of 
Escanaba  is  the  largest  commimity  in  the 
area  proposed  to  be  served.  The  com¬ 
pany’s  Upper  Peninsula  project  includes 
the  purchase  of  the  City  property  and  the 
construction  of  distribution  systems  in 
all  of  the  communities  to  be  served,  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  approximately  $8,000,000, 
and  the  construction  of  transmission  fa¬ 
cilities  estimated  to  cost  approximately 
$6,000,000,  or  a  total  project  cost  of  $14,- 
000,000.  The  costs  asssociated  with  the 
Upper  Peninsula  project  are  a  part  of 
Michigan  Consolidated’s  overall  1965 
construction  program  of  approximately 
$55,000,000,  which  will  be  financed  ini¬ 
tially  by  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
$5,040,000  of  common  stock  to  American 
Natural,  funds  generated  internally,  and 
bank  loans  which  will  be  replaced  by  per¬ 
manent  financing  in  1966,  all  of  such  fi¬ 
nancing  to  be  the  subject  of  subsequent 
filings  with  this  Commission. 

Michigan  Consolidated  has  contracted 
to  purchase  additional  natural  gas  to 
serve  its  Upper  Peninsula  territory  from 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(“Michigan  Wisconsin”),  which  is  also 
a  subsidiary  company  of  American  Nat¬ 
ural.  Michigan  Wisconsin  is  now  await¬ 
ing  final  authorization  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  to  sell  the  required 
volumes  of  natural  gas  and  to  construct 
the  necessary  facilities  to  transport  the 
gas  from  the  terminus  of  its  line  approxi¬ 
mately  4  miles  to  a  point  near  Menom¬ 
inee,  Mich.  The  requisite  order  of  said 


Commission  is  to  be  filed  herein  by 
amendment.  Michigan  Consolidated  has 
received  a  certificate  from  the  Michi¬ 
gan  Public  Service  Commission  authoriz¬ 
ing  it  to  transport  and  distribute  nat¬ 
ural  gas  in  the  Upper  Peninsula,  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  Michigan  Wisconsin’s  re¬ 
ceiving  an  appropriate  order  from  the 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

Pees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion  are  estimated  at  $3,000,  including 
legal  fees  of  $500.  It  is  stated  that  no 
State  commission  and  no  Federal  com¬ 
mission.  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  utility  assets. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  May 
26,  1965,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C..  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the 
person  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
uix>n  the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  shotild  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application,  as  filed 
or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted 
as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
niles  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DtjBois, 

Secretary. 

{FR.  Doc.  66-4800;  Filed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.) 


I  PUe  No.  70-4272) 

PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Charter  Amend¬ 
ment,  Solicitation  of  Proxies,  Acqui¬ 
sitions  of  Preferred  Stock,  and 
Related  Transactions 

May  3, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Co.  (Penelec) ,  1001  Broad 
Street,  Johnstown,  Pa.,  15907,  a  Penn¬ 
sylvania  corporation  and  an  electric  util¬ 
ity  subsidiary  company  of  General  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Corp.  (GPU),  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion-declaration  with  this  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (Act) ,  designating 
sections  6(a),  7,  12(c),  and  12(e)  of  the 
Act  and  Rules  42,  62,  and  65  thereof  as 
applicable  to  the  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application-declaration,  on  file  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  for  a  statement 
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of  the  transactions  therein  proposed 
which  are  summarized  below: 

Penelec  proposes  to  amend  its  charter  ' 
by  a  vote  of  stockholders  at  a  special 
meeting  held  for  such  purpose.  If 
adopted,  the  proposed  amendment  will 
permit  Penelec  to  increase  the  amount 
of  uiiseciured  debt  securities  which  may 
be  outstanding  at  any  one  time  from  10 
percent  to  20  percent  of  the  aggregate  of 
its  secured  indebtedness,  capital,  and 
surplus.  It  is  stated  that  such  amend¬ 
ment  would  conform  with  the  relevant 
provisions  of  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy  Regarding  Preferred 
Stock  (Holding  Cmnpany  Act  Release 
No.  13106,  February  16,  1963).  Penelec 
will  solicit  proxies  from  its  stockholders 
in  cotuiection  with  such  amendment  and 
will  bear  all  expenses  related  to  the 
solicitation. 

Penelec  has  outstanding  5,198,889 
shares  of  $20  par  value  common  stock, 
all  owned  by  GPU.  Its  outstanding 
405.000  shares  of  preferred  stock  consist 
of  69,0000  shares  of  4.40  percent  Series 
B:  101,000  shares  of  3,70  percent  Series 
C;  70,000  shares  of  4.05  percent  Series  D; 
30.000  shares  of  4.70  percent  Series  E; 
45.000  shares  of  4.50  percent  Series  P; 
and  90,000  shares  of  4.60  percent  Series 
G.  The  holders  of  the  preferred  and 
common  stocks  are  entltl^  to  one  vote 
for  each  share  held.  The  affirmative 
vote  of  two-thirds  of  the  shares  of  pre¬ 
ferred  stock,  voting  as  a  class  regardless 
of  series,  and  of  a  majority  of  the  shares 
of  common  stock,  is  required  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  proposed  amendment,  GPU  in¬ 
tends  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  proposed 
charter  amendment  unless,  prior  to  the 
stockholders  meeting,  preferred  stock¬ 
holders  submit  written  objections  to  the 
amendment  pursuant  to  the  appraisal 
provisions  of  Pennsylvania  law  (as  de¬ 
scribed  below)  and,  as  a  result,  it  would 
become  necessary  for  Penelec  to  reac¬ 
quire  so  substantial  an  amount  of  its 
preferred  stock  as  to  unduly  deplete  its 
treasury. 

Under  Pennsylvania  law,  any  holder 
of  Penelec’s  preferred  stock  who  prior 
to  the  stockholders  meeting  objects  in 
writing  to  the  proposed  charter  amend¬ 
ment,  does  not  vote  in  favor  thereof,  and 
otherwise  perfects  his  appraisal  rights, 
will  have  such  appraisal  rights  as  are 
provided  for  in  section  2(d)  of  the  Act 
approved  May  3.  1933,  PIj.  227,  as 
amended  (15  Purdon’s  Pennsylvania 
Statutes  Annotated  8  224(d) ) .  Such  ap- 
prai.sal  rights  (the  details  of  which  will 
be  adequately  set  forth  in  the  proxy  ma¬ 
terial  to  be  mailed  to  Penelec’s  preferred 
stockholders  prior  to  the  special  meet¬ 
ing)  would  afford  objecting  preferred 
stockholders,  if  any.  the  right  to  sm- 
render  their  shares  to  the  company  at  a 
fair  value  arrived  at  in  accordance  with 
said  Pennsylvania  law.  Penelec  proposes 
to  acquire  not  more  than  an  aggregate 
of  40,000  shares  of  its  preferred  stock 
from  holders  thereof,  if  any,  who  perfect 
their  apprsdsal  rights.  Prior  to  making 
any  offer  to  any  dissenting  stockholder 
to  acquire  such  shares,  Penelec  will  file 
a  post-effective  amendment  with  this 
Commission  setting  forth  the  proposed 
offer,  such  amendment  to  become  ef¬ 


fective  only  upon  Commission  approval 
by  supplemental  order. 

If  the  requisite  favorable  vote  in  re¬ 
spect  of  the  proposed  charter  amendment 
is  received,  Penelec  also  proposes  to  pur¬ 
chase,  during  the  latter  part  of  1965, 
through  an  invitation  for  tenders,  such 
number  of  shares  of  its  preferred  stock 
of  all  series  which,  together  with  shares 
(if  any)  acquired  by  it  from  dissenting 
stockholders  who  perfect  their  appraisal 
rights,  does  not  exceed  40,000.  ’The 
tender  period  will  be  not  less  than  20 
and  no  more  than  40  days,  and  the  in¬ 
vitation  for  tenders,  which  will  be  sent 
to  all  record  holders  of  Penelec’s  pre¬ 
ferred  stock,  will  specify  the  maximum 
price  for  each  series  (not  in  excess  of 
the  call  price  thereof)  at  which  tenders 
will  be  accepted.  ’The  maximum  tender 
prices,  to  be  determined  by  Penelec’s 
board  of  directors,  will  be  disclosed  by 
post-effective  amendment  to  the  present 
application-declaration,  such  amend¬ 
ment  to  become  effective  only  upon 
Commission  approval  by  supplemental 
order.  ’The  invitation  for  tenders  will 
also  provide  that  tenders  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  Penelec  on  the  basis  which 
results  in  the  lowest  cost  of  money  to 
Penelec.  and  will  set  forth  the  basis  for 
the  equitable  determination  of  the  shares 
for  which  tenders  will  be  accepted  if 
more  shares  are  tendered  then  Penelec 
seeks  to  acquire.  No  fractional  Interest 
in  a  share  will  be  purchased,  and  no 
shares  will  be  purchased  from  officers, 
directors,  or  affiliates  of  Penelec  or  from 
any  other  person  with  which  any  of  the 
foregoing  are  affiliated  or  frc«n  any  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  immediate  families  of  said 
officers,  directors,  or  affiliates. 

Penelec  states  that  all  acquired  shares 
of  preferred  stock  will  be  retired;  that 
it  has  no  present  Intention  of  issuing  any 
additional  shares  of  preferred  stock;  and 
that  it  contemplates  the  use  of  deben¬ 
ture  financing  and  such  gradual  retire¬ 
ment  of  all  of  its  perferred  stock  as  its 
financial  condition  permits  so  that  its 
security  structure  may  ultimately  consist 
of  mortgage  bonds,  unsecured  deben¬ 
tures,  common  stock  and  short-term 
promissory  notes  to  banks.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  this  program,  if  initiated, 
will  extend  over  a  period  of  time  and  no 
assurance  is  given  by  Penelec  that  the 
program,  once  begun,  will  be  completed. 
Penelec.  within  a  reasonable  time  after 
the  consummation  of  the  proposed 
tender  program,  will  submit  a  report  to 
the  Commission  disclosing  (in  such  de¬ 
tail  as  the  Commission  may  reasonably 
request)  the  results  and  surrounding  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  transaction. 

The  filing  states  that  the  Pennsylvania 
Public  Uutillty  Commission  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  proposed  amendment  of 
Penelec’s  charter  and  that,  upon  appro¬ 
val  by  this  Commission  of  all  aspe^  of 
the  proposed  transactions,  including  the 
proposed  accounting  therefor,  no  other 
Federal  commission  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
by  Penelec  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions  (other  than  any  ap¬ 
praisal  proceedings  which  may  be 
conducted)  are  estimated  not  to  exceed 


$18,500,  including  $7,500  counsel  fees, 
$3,000  expense  in  connection  with  the 
solicitation  and  acceptance  of  tenders, 
and  $5,500  expense  in  connection  with 
the  solicitation  of  proxies  relating  to  the 
charter  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  May  25, 
1965,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature 
of  his  Interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised 
by  said  application-declaration,  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  i^ould  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Se(»’etary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.,  20549. 
A  copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (air  mall  if  the 
person  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  up¬ 
on  applicant-declarant  at  the  above- 
stated  address,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit,  or.  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof,  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-4810;  FUed,  May  6.  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


(FU*  Nos.  8-8375,  24  NT-6930] 

ELIZABETH  SECURITIES,  INC.,  AND 
SAVANT  INSTRUMENTS,  INC. 

Findings,  Opinion  and  Order  Revok¬ 
ing  Broker-Dealer  Registration  and 
Permanently  Suspending  Exemp¬ 
tion  Under  Regulation  A 

April  30,  1965. 

In  the  matters  of  Elizabeth  Securities. 
Inc.,  1  Broad  Street,  Elizabeth.  N  J.,  File 
No.  8-8375;  and  Savant  Instruments.  Inc. 
(formerly  Servonuclear  Corporation) , 
221  Park  Avenue,  Hlcksvllle,  N.Y.,  File 
No.  24  NY-5930. 

Exemption  From  Registration 

GROUNDS  FOR  SUSPENSION  OF  EXEMPTION 

Failure  To  Disclose  Manipulation  of 
Market 

Where  fUing  pursuant  to  Regulation 
A  under  Securities  Act  of  1933  for  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  exemption  from  reg¬ 
istration  stated  that  public  offering  of 
stock  would  be  at  market  and  contained 
information  adth  respect  to  stock’s  price 
range,  but  failed  to  disclose  that  selling 
stockholder  had  manipulated  market  in 
stock  Increasing  bids  in  quotation 
sheets  and  by  making  false  and  mislead- 
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Ing  statements  which  induced  purchases 
and  sales  in  stock,  held,  exemption  per¬ 
manently  suspended. 

Broker-Dealer  Proceedings 

GROXTNDS  for  REVOCATION  OF  REGISTRATION 
AND  FOR  EXPULSION  FROM  REGISTERED 
SECURITIES  ASSOCIATION 

Manipulation  of  Market;  False  and  Mis¬ 
leading  Statements:  Charging  Unfair 
Prices 

Where  registered  broker-dealer  manip¬ 
ulated  price  of  stock  by  increasing  bids 
in  quotation  sheets  and  by  inducing  pur¬ 
chases  and  sales  by  means  of  materially 
false  and  misleading  statements  in  an¬ 
ticipation  of  secondary  offering  for 
broker-dealer’s  own  account,  and  charged 
unfair  prices,  held,  willful  violations  of 
antifraud  provisions  of  securities  acts 
requiring  revocation  of  registrant’s 
broker-dealer  registration  and  its  expul¬ 
sion  from  registered  securities  associa¬ 
tion. 

Appearances: 

Jack  Becker  and  Paul  Chernis  of  the 
New  York  Regional  Office  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  for  the  Divisions  of  Trading  and 
Markets  and  Corporation  Finance. 

Robert  Schwartz,  for  Elizabeth  Securi¬ 
ties,  Inc.,  Nathaniel  J.  Rothenberg, 
George  Heller,  George  Getz,  and  Savant 
Instruments,  Inc. 

John  J.  McKenna,  pro  se. 

’These  are  consolidated  proceedings 
pursuant  to  Rule  261  of  Regulation  A 
under  section  3(b)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (Securities  Act)  and  sections 
15(b)  and  15A  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (Exchange  Act) .  The  issues 
under  the  Exchange  Act  are  whether  the 
broker-dealer  registration  of  Elizabeth 
Securities,  Inc.  (Elizabeth)  should  be 
revoked;  whether  Elizabeth  should  be 
expelled  or  suspended  from  the  National 
^Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
(NASD) ;  and  whether  Elizabeth’s  offi¬ 
cers,  directors,  and  principal  stockhold¬ 
ers,  Nathaniel  J.  Rothenberg,  George 
Heller,  and  George  Getz,  should  each  be 
foimd  a  cause  of  any  adverse  order 
entered  against  Elizabeth.  The  issue 
imder  the  Securities  Act  is  whether  our 
order  of  September  4,  1963,  temporarily 
suspending  an  exemption  from  the  reg¬ 
istration  requirements  of  section  5  of 
the  Securities  Act  with  respect  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  public  offering  of  15.000  shares 
(13,000  shares  proposed  to  be  offered  by 
Elizabeth  and  2,000  shares  by  John  J. 
McKenna,  as  selling  stockholders)^  of 
the  common  stock  of  Savant  Instru¬ 
ments,  Inc.  (Savant) ,  formerly  Servonu- 
clear  Corporation,  should  be  vacated  or 
made  permanent. 

After  hearings,  at  which  Elizabeth  and 
its  officers.  Savant,  and  McKenna  ap- 


>The  shares  which  Elizabeth  proposed  to 
offer  were  to  be  acquired  by  exercise  of  an 
option  to  purchase  13,000  shares  of  Savant 
stock  at  10  cents  per  share.  Elizabeth  ob¬ 
tained  the  option  In  March  1962  as  part  of 
its  compensation  for  underwriting  a  public 
offering  of  100,000  shares  of  Savant  stock  at 
$2  per  share.  The  2,000  shares  which 
McKenna  proposed  to  offer  were  acquired  by 
him  as  pcu-tial  compensation  for  legal  serv¬ 
ices  rendered  to  Savant  prior  to  the  March 
1962  public  (fffering. 


peared,  our  Divisions  of  Trading  and 
Markets  and  of  Corporation  Finance 
filed  proposed  findings  and  a  brief.  The 
hearing  examiner  submitted  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision,  to  which  no  exceptions 
were  filed,  recommending  that  the  reg¬ 
istration  of  Elizabeth  be  revoked  and 
that  it  be  expelled  from  the  NASD,  tiiat 
its  officers  be  found  causes  of  such  ac¬ 
tion,  and  that  the  temporary  suspension 
order  against  the  proposed  offering  of 
Savant  stock  be  made  permanent. 

On  the  basis  of  the  hearing  examiner’s 
recommended  decision  and  of  our  review 
of  the  record,  we  find,  as  did  the  exam¬ 
iner,  that: 

1.  On  July  5,  1963,  Savant  filed  a  noti¬ 
fication  and  a  statement  in  lieu  of  an 
offering  circular,’  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  Regulation  A  exemption  from 
registration  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
offering.  Certain  amendments  to  the 
notification  and  statement  were  filed  on 
July  23, 1963. 

2.  Beginning  early  in  June  1963,  prior 
to  and  in  anticipation  of  the  proposed 
offering,  Elizabeth  together  with  or  aided 
and  abetted  by  Rothenberg,  Heller,  and 
Getz,  engaged  in  transactions  and  a 
course  of  business  with  respect  to  Savant 
stock  in  willful  violation  of  the  anti¬ 
fraud  provisions  of  section  17(a)  of  the 
Securities  Act  and  of  sections  10(b)  and 
15(c)  (1)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and  Rules 
17  CFR  240.10b-5  and  15cl-2  thereunder. 

a.  They  induced  customers  of  Elizabeth 
to  buy  Savant  shares  from  Elizabeth  by 
means  of  false  and  misleading  state¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  Savant’s  profits, 
the  likelihood  of  Savant’s  obtaining  Gov¬ 
ernment  contracts  and  of  its  being 
merged  into  or  absorbed  by  a  larger  com¬ 
pany,  the  probable  sharp  rise  in  the  value 
of  Savant  stock,  and  the  then  current 
market  price  of  Savant  stock  for  which 
there  was  in  fact  no  market  other  than 
one  made  and  controlled  by  Elizabeth. 
At  the  same  time  they  persuaded  other 
investors  to  sell  Savant  shares  to  Eliza¬ 
beth  by  telling  them  that  Savant  had  no 
future  and  that  the  price  of  its  shares 
was  likely  to  decline. 

b.  They  caused  Elizabeth  to  make  sales 
of  Savant  stock  to  customers  at  unrea¬ 
sonable  prices.  Elizabeth  sold  at  prices 
that  were  from  20  percent  to  75  percent 
above  its  contemporaneous  costs.  More¬ 
over,  as  found  below,  the  prices  paid  by 
registrant  had  been  artificially  inflated 
by  its  manipulative  practices.  Thus,  the 
excessive  markups  registrant  charged 
were  added  to  prices  that  were  substan¬ 
tially  higher  than  those  which  would 
have  prevailed  in  a  market  free  from 
manipulation. 

c.  They  caused  Elizabeth  and  three 
other  broker-dealers  to  Insert  quotations 
for  Savant  stock  in  the  daily  quotation 
sheets  at  arbitrary  and  progressiv^y  in¬ 
creasing  prices  from  about  V^-1  on  June 


*  It  was  stated  that  the  offering  would  not 
exceed  $50,000.  Rule  17  CFR  230.257  under 
Regulation  A  provides  that  an  offering  cir¬ 
cular  need  not  be  filed  or  used  in  connection 
with  a  Regulation  A  offering  where  the  ag¬ 
gregate  offering  price  does  not  exceed  $50,000 
and  a  statement  setting  forth  the  informa¬ 
tion  (other  than  financial  statements)  re¬ 
quired  in  an  offering  circular  is  filed  with 
the  notification. 


4,  to  about  1^2  on  July  8,  1963,  in  a 
campaign  designed  artificially  to  raise 
the  market  price  in  anticipation  of  the 
proposed  public  offering. 

3.  The  statements  filed  with  the 
original  and  amended  notifications  under 
Regulation  A  set  forth  a  table  described 
as  a  “representative  summary’’  of  the 
price  range  of  Savant  stock  in  the  over- 
the-counter  market  since  the  initial  bub- 
lic  offering  of  March  1962  and  stated  that 
the  shares  referred  to  therein  were  to  be 
offered  “at  the  market  price  prevailing 
at  the  time  of  sale,”  thereby  impliedly 
representing  that  the  market  price  of 
Savant  shares  had  been  and  would  be 
fixed  by  supply  and  demand  in  a  free 
market  uninfluenced  by  artificial  de¬ 
vices.’  Since  the  statement  did  not  dis¬ 
close  Elizabeth’s  manipulative  activities 
and  the  artificiality  of  the  market  prices 
that  resulted  therefrom,  it  was  materially 
false  and  misleading.’ 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  revoke  Elizabeth’s 
broker-dealer  registration  and  to  expel 
it  from  the  NASD.  We  also  find  that 
Rothenberg,  Heller,  and  Getz  are  each  a 
cause  of  the  revocation  and  expulsion, 
and  that  the  Regulation  A  exemption 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  Savant 
offering  should  be  permanently  sus¬ 
pended. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
registration  as  a  broker  and  dealer  of 
Elizabeth  Securities.  Inc.,  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  revoked,  and  that  Elizabeth 
Securities.  Inc.,  be,  and  it  hereby  Is,  ex¬ 
pelled  from  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers,  Inc.;  smd  it  is  found 
that  Nathaniel  J.  Rothenberg,  George 
Heller,  and  George  Getz  are  each  a  cause 
of  such  revocation  and  expulsion;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  Regulation  A  that  the  exemption 
from  registration  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  public  offering  of  15,000  shares  of 
common  stock  of  Savant  Instruments, 
Inc.,  formerly  Servonuclear  Corporation, 
be,  .and  it  hereby  is,  permanently  sus¬ 
pended. 

By  the  Commission  (Commissioners 
Woodside,  Owens,  Budge  and  Wheat), 
Chairman  Cohen  absent  and  not  partici¬ 
pating. 

(sealI  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

|FJt.  Doc.  65-4807;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.| 


*  See  Thornton  v.  SA.C.,  171  P.  2d  702  (C.A. 
2,  1948) ,  affirming  Thornton  &  Co.,  28  S  E  C. 
208,  224  (1948) ;  Otis  A  Co.  v.  S.E.C..  106  P.  2d 
579,  582-583  (CA.  8,  1939);  Sk.C.  T.  Torr.. 
22  P.  Supp.  602,  608  (8DJN.T.,  1938);  United 
States  V.  Brown,  5  P.  Supp.  81,  85-^  (S.D. 
N.Y.,  1933),  aff’d.,  70  F.  2d  821  (C.A.  2.  1935). 
cert,  denied,  296  UB.  650  (1935);  Oob  Shops 
of  America,  Inc.,  39  SJi.C.  92,  98  (1959); 
Russell  Maguire  A  Company,  Inc.,  10  S  EC. 
332,348  (1941). 

*  See  Coplin  v.  United  States,  88  P.  2d  652, 
661  (1937),  cert,  denied  301  UB.  703  (1937); 
Bruns  Nordeman  A  Company,  40  8.E.C.  652, 
658-659  (1961);  Oob  Shops  of  America,  Inc., 
39  SB.C.  92.  105  (1969);  Adams  A  Co..  33 
SB.C.  444,  457  (1952);  Halsey.  Stuart  A  Co., 
Inc.,  30  Sk.C.  102,  112  (1949);  Barrett  A 
Cmnpany,  9  SB.C.  319,  329  (1941);  Reiter- 
Foster  Oil  Corporation,  6  8.K.C.  1028,  1048- 
1040  (1940). 


Friday,  May  7,  1965 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

fourth  section  application  for 

RELIEF 

Mat  3,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
13  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39741 — Coke  and  Coke  Prod¬ 
ucts  to  Points  in  Southwestern  Territory. 
Piled  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
agent  (No.  B-8719>,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  coke,  coke  breeze,  coke 
dust  or  coke  screenings  (the  direct  prod¬ 
uct  of  coal) ,  In  carloads,  from  points  in 
Indiana  and  Ohio,  also  Ashland,  Ky..  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  and  Erie,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
southwestern  territory. 

Groimds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion.  modified  shortline  distance  formula 
and  grouping. 

Tariff-Supplement  41  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
4449. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  63-4819;  PUed,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

Mat  4, 1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
13  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39742  —  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Middlewest  Motor  Freight.  Filed 
by  Middlewest  Motor  Freight  Bureau, 
agent  (No.  357),  for  interested  carriers. 
Rates  on  ccxnmodlties  moving  on  class 
and  commodity  rates  over  Joint  routes  of 
applicant  rail  and  motor  carriers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Central  States  territory, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Middle- 
west  territory,  on  the  other. 

Groimds  for  relief — Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff — Supplement  41  to  Middlewest 
Motor  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  MF- 
I.C.C.  417. 

FSA  No.  39743 — Sulphuric  acid  to  Cal¬ 
vert.  Ky.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
agent  (No.  A4671),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  tm  sulphuric  acid.  In 
tank-car  loads,  from  LeMoyne,  Ala.,  to 
Calvert,  Ky. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  119  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-162. 

No.  88 - 6 


FSA  No.  39744 — Iron  or  steel  articles 
to  Bay  St.  Louis.  Miss.  Piled  by  TTafOc 
Executive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent  (E Jl.  No.  2777) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  iron  or  steel  articles, 
viz.:  plate  or  sheet,  noibn,  galvanized  or 
plain,  corrugated  or  not  corrugated,  also 
strip  steel,  noibn,  in  carloads,  from  spec¬ 
ified  pointe  in  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  West  Virginia,  also  Claymont, 
Del.,  and  Sparrows  Point,  Md.,  to  Bay 
St.  Louis.  Miss. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  24  to  Traffic  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent,  tariff  I.C.C.  C-428. 

PSA  No.  39745 — Bituminous  coal  from 
Murdock,  III.  Filed  by  Illinois  Freight 
Association,  agent  (No.  281),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  bituminous 
coal,  in  carloads,  from  Murdock,  Bl.,  to 
points  in  northern  Illinois,  Iowa,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota. 
Ohio.  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  109  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
966. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-4843-,  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.I 


(Notice  35] 

FINANCE  APPLICATIONS 

Mat  3, 1965. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  requirements  gov¬ 
erning  notice  of  filing  of  applications 
under  sections  20a  except  (12)  and  214  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  The  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  May  20.  1964,  provid¬ 
ing  for  such  publication  of  notice,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  July  31,  1964  (29  FH.  11126)  and  be¬ 
came  effective  October  1.  1964. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences,  if  any,  will  be  called  at  9:30  am., 
U.S.  standard  time  unless  otherwise 
specified. 

FJ>.  No.  23629 — ^By  application  filed 
April  30,  1965,  St.  Louis-San  Francisco 
Railway  Co.,  906  Olive  Street.  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  63101.  seeks  authority  under  section 
20a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to 
assume  obligation  and  liability  in  respect 
of  not  exceeding  $4,725,000  aggregate 
principal  amount  of  its  Serial  Equipment 
Trust  Certificates,  Series  O,  and  the  sale 
thereof.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  C. 
Ashton,  Jr.,  General  Attorney,  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco  Railway  Co..  906  Olive 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101.  Protests 
must  be  filed  no  later  than  8  days  from 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

1P.R.  Doc.  65-4830:  FUed,  May  6.  1966; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Notice  1167] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Mat  3,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  8ny  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  peti¬ 
tion  will  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  ’The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-67457.  By  order  of  April 

27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Harvey  Wakefield,  doing 
business  as  Wakefield  Trucking  Service, 
Upton,  Wyo.,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-1()9796,  Issued  December  27, 1950,  to 
A.  J,  Altizer  and  Leroy  CMre,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  C.  &  A.  ’Trucking 
Company,  Sundance,  Wyo.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  over  irreerular  routes 
of  livestock,  between  points  in  Crook. 
Campbell,  and  Weston  Coimtles.  Wyo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  South  Dakota;  emigrant  movables, 
between  points  in  Crook,  Campbell,  and 
Weston  Counties,  Wyo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  and  Montana,  within 
150  miles  of  Sundance.  Wyo.;  fe^,  agri¬ 
cultural  implements,  and  building  ma¬ 
terials,  from  points  in  South  Dakota  to 
points  in  Crook,  Campbell,  and  Weston 
Counties.  Wyo.;  grain,  from  points  in 
Crook,  Campbell,  and  Weston  Counties, 
Wyo.,  to  points  in  South  Dakota;  and 
lumber,  from  points  in  Crook,  Campbell, 
and  Weston  Coimties,  Wyo.,  to  points 
in  South  Dakota  and  Nebraska.  Vin¬ 
cent  A.  Ross,  321  Hynds  Building.  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyo.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67611.  By  order  of  April 

28,  1965,  the  ’Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Allied  Tours,  Inc.,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Nebr.,  of  License  No.  MC-12881, 
Issued  October  21,  1964,  to  Mrs.  Cfiara 
Rakowski,  doing  business  as  Allied  Tours, 
110  North  Fourth  Street,  Norfolk,  Nebr., 
authorizing  the  brokerage  operations  in 
connection  with  arranging  transporta¬ 
tion  by  motor  vehicle  in  Interstate  or 
forelgm  commerce,  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  beginning  and  ending  at  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Nebraska,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

No.  MC-FC-67641.  By  order  of  April 
28.  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Amoff  Moving  &  Storage, 
Inc.,  Lakeville,  Conn.,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Louis  Amoff.  Lakeville.  Conn., 
issued  June  21.  1949,  and  January  12. 
1950,  respectively,  in  Certificates  Nos. 
M(>-3748  and  MC-3748  (Sub-No.  1)  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  of  horses,  betwem  points  in 
Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York  and  Massa- 
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chusetts,  baggage,  between  Lakeville, 
Conn.,  and  Millerton,  N.Y.,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods,  between  Lakeville,  Conn., 
and  points  in  Connecticut,  New  York, 
and  Massachusetts  within  20  miles  of 
Lakeville,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  p>oints  in  New  York  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  between  Lakeville,  Conn., 
and  points  within  Connecticut,  New 
York,  and  Massachusetts,  within  20  miles 
of  Lakeville,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Mary¬ 
land,  Delaware,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Glenn  E.  Knierim,  410 
Asylum  Street,  Hartford,  Conn.,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67652.  By  order  of  April 
28,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  John  Kleffner,  doing 
business  as  Iberia  Transfer  Co.,  Brink- 
town,  Mo.,  of  Certificates  Nos.  MC-4027 
and  MC-4027  (Sub-No.  5),  issued  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1959  and  October  23,  1961, 
respectively,  to  Ralph  Ernest  Riemen- 
snider,  doing  business  as  Iberia  Trans¬ 
fer  Co.,  Iberia,  Mo.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
excluding  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  over  regular  routes, 
between  Iberia,  Mo.,  and  East  St.  Louis, 
ni.,  and  the  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  of  Crocker,  Mo.,  and  National 
Stock  Yards,  HI.,  those  within  12  miles  of 
Iberia,  and  those  within  12  miles  of 
Crocker;  petroleum  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Roxana,  and  Wood  River, 
m.,  to  East  St.  Louis,  HI.;  with  empty 
containers  therefor  on  retiu’n;  and  gen¬ 
eral  commodities  excluding  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  between  Iberia,  Mo.,  and 
Springfield,  Mo.;  with  restrictions.  Jo¬ 
seph  R.  Nacy,  117  West  High  Street, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-PC-67176.  By  supplemental 
order  of  April  27,  1965,  the  Transfer 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Truck 
Transport,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  of  the 
operating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC- 
115331  (Sub-No.  52),  issued  November 
4,  1964,  to  Truck  Transport,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingre¬ 
dients,  over  irregular  routes,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Nitrin,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Cordova,  HI.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin,  with 
specified  restrictions.  Thomas  F.  Kil- 
roy,  1815  H  Street  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.,  representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67746.  By  order  of  April 
27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Scott  Preightways,  Inc., 
Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  of  the  operating 
rights  issued  by  the  Commission  March 
15,  1961,  and  July  21,  1960,  imder  Cer¬ 
tificates  Nos.  MC-118207  and  MC3-118207 
(Sub-No.  1),  respectively,  to  Paul  E. 
Scott,  doing  business  as  Scott  Truck 
Line,  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregxUar  routes,  of 
frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen 
vegetables,  from  Watsonville,  Calif.,  and 
points  in  Oregon,  to  Hutchinson,  Kans.; 
and  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 


wholesale  and  retail  food  business 
houses,  from  Denver  and  LaJunta,  Colo., 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas;  salt, 
from  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  points  in  75 
specified  points  in  Nebraska,  and  points 
in  Colorado;  from  Lyons  and  Kanopolis, 
Kans.,  to  points  designated  in  Colorado; 
petroleum  products,  in  containers,  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  Sedalia,  Aurora,  and 
Longmont,  Colo.;  from  Ponca  City  and 
Enid,  Okla.,  to  specified  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  and  desigmated  points  in  Colorado; 
frozen  juices,  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to 
Hutchinson,  Kans.;  and  frozen  potato 
products,  from  Portland  and  Ontario, 
Oreg.,  to  Hutchinson,  Kans.  Donald  L. 
Stern,  Suite  630  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-4821;  Plied,  May  6,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Notice  1168] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

May  4, 1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-35395.  By  order  of  April 
29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  lease  of  certificate  of  registration  No. 
MC-99735  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  July  1, 
1964  to  Clyde  C.  Dent,  Ennis,  Tex.,  for 
a  period  of  2  years  from  February  22, 
1965,  to  Jet  Leasing  Corporation,  doing 
business  as  Jet  Trucking  Company, 
Athens,  Tex.,  covering  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of:  Livestock,  feedstuffs,  household 
goods,  farm  machinery,  and  oilfield 
equipment  and  pipe,  and  trenching  ma¬ 
chines,  between  points  in  Texas.  Albert 
G.  Walker,  304  Capital  National  Bank 
Building,  Austin,  Tex.,  78701,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67679.  By  order  of  April 
29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  B.  Arotsky  &  Son’s  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Inc.,  New  Haven,  Conn., 
of  certificate  in  No.  MC-35843,  issued 
September  12,  1957,  to  Barney  Arotsky, 
doing  business  as  B.  Arotsky  &  Son’s 
’Transportation  Co.,  New  Haven,  Conn., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of :  Floor 
covering  and  cement,  plumbing  supplies 
and  used  lumber,  salvaged  merchandise, 
salvaged  store  and  factory  stock,  fixtures 
and  equipment,  and  scrap  materials, 
from  to  or  between  specified  points  in 
New  Jersey,  Coimecticut,  New  York,  Meis- 
sachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode 


Island.  Sherman  A.  Zitomer,  205  Church 
Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67749.  By  order  of  April 
28,  1965,  the  ’Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  John  J.  Prpich,  doing 
business  as  Lawton  Valley  Lines,  Law- 
ton,  Mich.,  of  the  operating  rights  issued 
by  the  Commission  March  31, 1964,  under 
certificate  No.  MC-109452  to  Ralph 
Cooper,  Dowagiac,  Mich.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Butter,  eggs, 
fruits,  and  vegetables,  from  Decatur, 
Mich.,  to  CThicago,  HI.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  within  25 
miles  of  Decatur,  restricted  to  pickup 
only;  and  feeds,  fertilizer,  and  creamery 
supplies,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  Decatur, 
Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  within  25  miles  of  Decatur, 
restricted  to  delivery  only.  William  B. 
Elmer,  22644  Gratiot  Avenue,  East  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  48021,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MCJ-FC-67762.  By  order  of  April 

28,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  McHugh  Bros.,  Inc.,  West 
Pittston,  Pa.,  of  the  certificate  in  No. 
MC-96501,  issued  February  15,  1943,  to 
Joseph  A.  McHugh,  doing  business  as 
McHugh  Bros.,  Pittston,  Pa.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of;  Household  goods, 
between  Pittston,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
Luzerne  County,  Pa.,  within  6  miles  of 
Pittston,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York  and  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  John  J.  Dempsey,  Jr.,  Miners  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa  . 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67770.  By  order  of  April 

29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Evergreen  Stage  Line, 
Inc.,  Vancouver,  Wash.,  of  certificate  No. 
MC-29839,  issued  September  28,  1964,  to 
Julian  C.  Hutchins,  doing  business  as 
Evergreen  Stage  Line,  Vancouver,  Wash., 
authorizing  the  transportation,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  of  passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express,  newspapers,  and  mail, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Vancouver,  Wash.,  and  Yacolt, 
Wash.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
between  Heisson,  Wash.,  and  Yacolt, 
Wash.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
between  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Battle 
Ground,  Wash.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  with  restriction;  between  Junc¬ 
tion  Washington  Highway  503  (formerly 
Washington  Highway  lU)  and  Farm-to- 
Market  Road  4,  and  Hockinson,  Wash., 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  and  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  Washougal,  Wash.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  p>oints  but  with  service  at 
intermediate  points  between  Vancouver, 
Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg.,  Including 
Vancouver,  restricted  to  traffic  moving 
to  and  from  points  east  of  Vancouver. 
John  M.  Hickson,  825  Failing  Building, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67774.  By  order  of  April 
27,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Wheels  Trucking,  Inc., 
Hays,  Kans.,  of  certificate  of  registra¬ 
tion  No.  M<3-58315  (Sub-No.  1)  issued 
June  19,  1964,  to  Anton  J.  Klaus,  doing 
business  as  Anton  J.  Klaus  Truck  Serv¬ 
ice,  Hays,  Kans.,  evidencing  a  right  to 
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engage  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
in  the  transportation  of:  Oil  field  equip¬ 
ment,  oil  field  machinery  and  materials, 
heavy  machinery,  and  buildings,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  between  specified  points 
in  Kansas.  Leland  M.  Spurgeon,  Sixth 
and  Topeka  Boulevard,  Topeka,  Kans., 
66603,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67776.  By  order  of  April 
29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  William  H.  Brlninstool, 
doing  business  as  XL  Transportation 
Company,  Jal,  N.  Mex.,  of  the  operating 
rights  issued  by  the  Commission  October 
20,  1964,  imder  certificate  in  No.  MC- 
95287,  to  Annlce  Kathleen  Butler,  doing 
business  as  E.  F.  Butler  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  Jal,  N.  Mex.,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
oil  field  equipment  and  supplies,  between 
points  in  Loving,  Reeves,  Ward,  and 
Winkler  Counties,  Tex.,  and  Eddy  and 
Lea  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  us^ 
in  or  in  connection  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  man¬ 
ufacture,  etc.,  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum,  and  their  products  and  byproducts: 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  us^  in  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  maintenance, 
etc.,  of  pipelines,  including  stringing  and 
picking  up  of  pipe  except  the  stringing 
or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 
main  or  trunk  pipelines,  between  Ar- 
tesia,  N.  Mex.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Eddy  and  Lea  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.  Mex.,  and  Ector,  Loving,  Midland, 


Reeves,  Ward,  and  Winkler  Coimties, 
Tex.  W.  D.  Oirand,  Post  Office  Box  1290, 
Hobbs,  N.  Mex.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67781.  By  order  of  April 
29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  C.  B.  Richards,  Inc., 
Ervlng,  Mass.,  of  certificate  No.  MC- 
23602,  issued  December  28,  1955,  to 
Charles  B.  Richards,  Erving,  Mass.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  paper 
and  piq>er  products,  ■  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Erving,  Mass.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Rhode  Island,  Coimecticut,  and  New 
Hampshire.  Arthur  A.  Wentzell,  539 
Hartford  Turnpike,  Shewsbury,  Mass., 
representative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-87782.  By  order  of  April 
29,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  James  E.  Wilson,  Coud- 
ersport.  Pa.,  of  certificates  Nos.  MC- 
90764  and  MC-00764  (Sub-No.  15), 
Issued  April  20,  1961,  and  February  23, 
1960,  respectively,  to  Arthur  Robert 
Erwin,  d(^ng  business  as  Erwin’s  Truck¬ 
ing  Service,  WellsvUle,  N.Y.,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  of  animal  feed, 
over  regular  route,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
to  Coudersport,  Pa.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  WellsvUle,  N.Y.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  pickup  only,  and  the  off- 
route  point  of  losses.  Pa.,  restricted 
to  deUvery  only;  household  goods,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  WellsvUle, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Pennsylvania;  and 
bananas,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
Baltimore,  Md..  and  Weehawken,  N.J., 
to  Clean,  N.Y.  EUis  J.  Hopkins,  'Thom- 
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ton  Building,  Wellsvllle,  N.Y,,  14895,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67789.  By  order  of  April 
28,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rlsdits  in  certificate  No.  MC-24869,  is¬ 
sued  March  16,  1964,  to  Robert  Voeltz, 
Emerald,  Wis.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  goieral 
commodities,  with  the  usual  exceptions, 
and  weU  drilling  suppUes,  from  South  St. 
Paul,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  and  Still¬ 
water,  Minn.,  to  Stanton,  Tiffany,  and 
Hay  River,  Dunn  Coimty,  Wis.,  to 
Charles  A.  Oroepper,  doing  business  as 
Qroepper  Transfer,  Menomonle,  Wis. 
A.  R.  Fowler,  2288  University,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  55114,  representative  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-PC-67790.  By  order  of  April 
28,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Blackhawk  Motor  Lines, 
Inc.,  Milton,  Mass.,  of  the  certificate  of 
registration  No.  MC-121196  (Sub-No.  1) 
issued  January  27,  1964,  to  The  Black¬ 
thorn  line,  Inc.,  Boston,  Mass.,  evi¬ 
dencing  a  right  to  engage  in  Inteistate 
or  foreign  commerce  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  within  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts.  Francis  E.  Barrett, 
Jr..  182  Forbes  BuUding,  Braintree, 
Mass.,  attorney  for  transferee.  Robert 
Gallagher,  111  State  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.,  attorney  for  transferor. 

[szal]  Bertha  F.  Arhes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-4844;  Piled,  May  6,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.] 
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